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VISUAL  RESOURCE  INVENTORY 
UNCOMPAHGRE  BASIN  RESOURCE  AREA 

Cimarron,  Gunnison  Gorge  and  Escalante  Planning  Units 

IfdRODUCTION 

This  report  constitutes  a  draft  Visual  Resource  Inventory  of  three  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  (BLM)  Planning  Units  within  the  Uncompahgre  Basin  Resource 
Area  (RA),  Colorado.  The  inventory  has  been  conducted  for  all  of  the 
Cimarron,  Gunnison  Gorge  and  Escalante  Planning  Units,  which  in  total  en- 
compass 946,000  acres.  This  study  has  been  conducted  in  compliance  with 
the  BLM  Manual  Section  8411  -  Upland  Visual  Resource  Inventory  and  Evaluation, 
and  includes  an  inventory  of  Scenic  Quality,  Visual  Sensitivity  and  Distance 
ZoneSo 

The  entire  inventory  is  comprised  of  the  following  components: 
MAPS: 

1.  Photo  Index 

2.  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units 
Cultural  Modifications 
Scenic  Quality  Ratings 

3.  Use  Volume 

4.  User  Attitudes 

5„     Final  Visual  Sensitivity 
6.     Distance  Zones 
RATING  FORMS: 

1.  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  Field  Forms 

2.  Cultural  Modifications  Field  Forms 

3.  Visual  Sensitivity  Workshop  Summary  and  Analysis  Forms 


PHOTOGRAPHS: 

1.     35  MM  color  slides 

All  photographs  are  provided  in  the  accompanying  volume  with  an  index. 

This  inventory  was  conducted  between  January  15-15  and  March  5-9  and  included 
20  person  days  of  field  study.  Visual  Sensitivity  workshops  were  held  in 
Delta  on  March  22  and  in  Montrose  on  March  23  to  establish  User  Sensitivity 
to  Visual  Change  within  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  for  each  Planning  Unit, 

STUDY  TEAM 

The  study  was  conducted  by  an  interdisciplinary  team  composed  of  the  following 

individuals: 

PROJECT  DIRECTOR 

Tim  Tetherow  -  Landscape  Architect 

PROJECT  MANAGER  -  SCENIC  QUALITY 
Craig  Taggart  -  Landscape  Architect 

SCENIC  QUALITY  STUDY  TEAM 
Ed  Beveridge  -  Landscape  Architect 
Mark  Figley  -  Landscape  Architect 
Paul  Goldberg  -  Regional  Planner 
Debbie  Severe  -  Biologist 

PROJECT  MANAGER  -  VISUAL  SENSITIVITY/DISTANCE  ZONES 
Craig  Taggart  -  Landscape  Architect 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  STUDY  TEAM 
Craig  Taggart  -  Landscape  Architect 

DISTANCE  ZONES  STUDY  TEAM 

Lois  Brink  -  Landscape  Architect 

All  participants  are  employees  of  Wirth  Associates,  Inc.  with  the  exception 
of  Debbie  Severe,  who  is  employed  by  Dames  &  Moore  (subcontractor  on  this 
study). 
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flETHODOLOGY 
Overview 

The  basic  sequential  steps  involved  in  the  inventory  of  Scenic  Quality, 
Visual  Sensitivity  and  Distance  Zones  are  outlined  as  follows: 

Scenic  Quality 

1.  Determine  and  map  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU) 

2.  Rate  and  document  scenic  quality  levels 

3.  Rate  and  document  man-made  (cultural)  landscape  modifications 

Visual  Sensitivity 

1,  Determine  important  viewer  locations  (Key  Observer  Points  -  KOPs) 

2,  Determine  the  land  that  can  be  seen  from  the  KOP  (seen  area  analysis) 

3,  Map  use  volume  levels  for  KOPs  within  the  seen  area 

4,  Determine  user  attitudes  toward  man-made  landscape  modifications 

5,  Determine  final  sensitivity  levels  based  on  a  combination  of  use  volume 
and  user  attitudes 

Distance  Zones 

1.  Determine  KOPs  (as  above) 

2.  Determine  seen  area  from  KOPs 

3.  Map  distance  zones  within  the  seen  area 

A  two-phase  approach  to  the  inventory  of  visual  resources  was  developed  and 
used  in  this  study.  The  first  phase  involved  preliminary  mapping  in  the 
office.  The  second  phase  was  done  in  the  field  and  involved  confirmation 
of  preliminary  mapping,  actual  field  inventory  and  follow-up  management 
review  of  field  results. 
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Phase  One  involved  the  following  basic  steps: 

A„    Preliminary  determination  of  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU) 
in  the  office  from  topographic  maps  and  aerial  photographs. 

B.  Determination  of  KOPs  in  the  office  from  BLM  and  other  agency  data. 

C.  Preliminary  determination  of  the  seen  area  from  KOPs, 

D.  Mapping  use  volume  levels  of  KOPs. 

E.  Preliminary  mapping  of  Distance  Zones  from  KOPs. 

Phase  Two  involved  the  following  basic  steps: 

A.  Field  verification  of  SQRU  boundaries  and  scenic  quality  rating. 

B.  Field  identification  and  rating  of  cultural  modifications. 

C.  Field  verification  of  seen  area  and  distance  zones. 

D.  Overflight  and  ground  reconnaissance  by  the  Project  Director  and 
Project  Manager  to  review  field  inventory  results. 

E.  Workshop  session{s)  with  selected  public  and  agency  representatives 
to  determine  user  attitudes  toward  visual  change  in  the  landscape, 

F.  Determination  of  final  sensitivity  levels  based  on  user  volume  and 
user  attitudes. 

This  two  phase  approach  was  devised  and  utilized  for  efficiency  in  completing 
the  inventory  portion  within  the  short  time  alloted  for  each  planning  unit. 
(Specifically,  field  team  members  had  a  preliminary  indication  of  rating  units 
and' zones  to  react  to,  rather  than  having  to  start  from  a  blank  base  map  in 
the  field.  It  also  built  in  a  series  of  checks  and  reviews  by  both  manage- 
ment and  field  team  personnel  since  all  areas  were  reviewed  on  three  occasions: 
preliminary  office  evaluation,  field  inventory,  and  field  review. 

Scenic  Gajality 
overview 

The  analysis  of  a  landscape's  "scenic  quality"  requires  a  number  of  methodo- 
logical and  procedural  decisions.  Early  in  these  decisions  is  establishing 
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the  rating  unit  and  thereby  defining  the  scale  of  analysis  and  the  physical 
size  of  each  area  (or  unit)  to  be  field  checkedo  These  decisions  are  sub- 
jective but  not  arbitrary  and  during  field  inspection  are  refined  as  needed. 

After  each  rating  unit  has  been  field  checked,  several  categories  or  "general 
types"  of  rating  units  emerge  within  each  planning  unit.  The  general  types 
provide  an  indication  of  the  diversity  of  the  landscape  within  each  planning 
unit  and  serve  as  a  guide  to  that  unit's  landscape  character. 

Man-made  alterations  to  the  natural  landscape  are  either  "cultural  intrusions" 
or  "modifications."  These  alterations  become  visual  attractions  or  detract 
from  the  landscape  and  consist  of  a  wide  range  of  items  and  scales. 

The  scenic  quality  rating  based  on  subjective  data  becomes  a  relative  indicator 
of  the  landscape's  visual'  qual ity.  The  data  used  was  formulated  by  the  BLM 
and  outlined  in  their  manual  (8411)  on  the  subject. 

These  elements:  SQRU  Criteria;  SQRU  Classification;  Cultural  Modification 
Criteria;  and  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Criteria  make  up  the  methodological  and 
procedural  components  of  Scenic  Quality.  Detailed  sections  of  each  element 
follow. 

SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  UNIT  CRITERIA 

The  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU)  were  defined  by  a  three-step  process 
which  entailed:  1)  predelineation  of  units,  2)  aerial  verification,  and 
3)  field  refinement  and  final  delineation. 


Within  each  of  the  steps  the  rating  units  were  further  refined  to  reflect 
their  physical  boundaries  from  the  following  criteria: 

1,  Predelineation  of  Units  -  The  data  collection  areas  were  first 
defined  by  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  Resource  Areas  and 
Planning  Units.  From  these  planning  boundaries  initial  rating 
units  were  drawn  using  guidelines  supplied  in  the  BLM  Manual 
8411,  "Upland  Visual  Resource  Inventory  and  Evaluation",  and  a 
series  of  maps  including  topographic  maps  (generally  7-1/2 
minute  and  15  minute  USGS  quadrangles)  relief  maps,  and  aerial 
photographic  quadrangles.  The  key  element  in  establishing  rating 
units  was  discerning  areas  of  physiographic  integrity;  where 
physical  size  became  unimportant  and  gave  way  to  defining  areas 
of  similar  scenic  quality.  These  definitions  required  careful 
analysis  of  scale  and  visibility,  a  difficult  requirement  to  meet 
from  map  study  alone,  and  lead  to  both  our  second  and  third  steps, 

2.  Field  Refinement  and  Delineation  -  Using  topographic  field  maps 
with  the  refined  rating  units  drawn  on  them,  the  three-member 
interdisciplinary  teams  drove  through  each  planning  unit  first 
to  become  familiar  with  the  general  area,  then  specifically  into 
each  rating  unit  for  the  purpose  of  rating  i^ts  scenic  quality. 
During  these  trips  the  units  were  discussed  by  the  team  and  con- 
siderations of  scale  and  visibility  were  decided  using  input  from 
the  aerial  observation  and  points  of  observation  in  the  fieldo  On 
some  occasions  members  of  the  local  BLM  office  traveled  with  our 
teams  and  contributed  to  this  effort.  Very   occasionally  certain 
SQRU  could  not  be  entered;  generally  they  were  enclosed  by  locked 
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gates,  or  were  primitive  areas  without  access.  In  these  unusual 

circumstances  the  team  attempted  to  gain  visual  access  from  adjacent 

areas  and  relied  on  aerial  observations,  aerial  photographs  and 
topographic  maps  to  define  the  rating  unit. 

3.    Field  Verification  -  A  management  team  (usually  the  Project  Director 
and  Project  Manager)  conducted  low  altitude  flights  and  ground 
reconnaissance  over  all  of  the  Resource  Areas  with  a  two-fold 
objective:  1)  to  review  field  inventory  results  (boundaries  and 
ratings)  and,  2)  to  become  personally  familiar  with  the  Resource 
Area  prior  to  conducting  a  visual  sensitivity  workshop. 

SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  UNIT  CLASSIFICATION 

The  individual  rating  units  in  the  Uncompahgre  Basin  Resource  Area  each  fall 

into  one  of  eleven  general  landscape  types. 

These  general  landscape  types  have  been  defined  physiographically  based 
upon  field  observations  and  information  available  on  contour  maps  and  aerial 
photographs.  The  eleven  landscape  types  include  mountains,  ridges  and  narrow 
valleys,  rolling  hills,  canyons,  mesas,  broad  valleys,  parks,  basins,  river 
valleys,  reservoirs,  and  badlands. 

Mountainous  areas  in  the  region  tend  to  be  characterized  by  moderate  to 
steeply  sloping  lands  which  are  typically  very   rugged  and  have  extensive 
areas  of  rock  outcroppings.  High  elevation  ridges,  broken  talus  slopes,  as 
well  as  smoothly  undulating  slopes  are  common  to  the  mountainous  terrain. 
Vegetation  is  diverse  within  these  regions.  Mixed  alpine  conifers  and  solid 


groves  of  aspen  are  the  principle  overstory.  Low  shrubs,  junipers  and 
scrub  oak  are  common  understory  vegetations. 

Lands  of  intermediate  elevation  lying  above  the  valley  floor  and  below 
the  mountains,  are  considered  to  be  areas  of  either  ridges  and  narrow 
valleys  or  rolling  hills. 

Ridge  and  Narrow  Valley  landscapes  are  characterized  by  steeply  sloping 
land  which  crests  in  sharp  angular  ridge  lines  and  drops  into  steep  walled, 
narrow,  v-shaped  valleys.  Large  areas  of  rock  outcropinqs  may  be  present 
along  mesas  of  the  slopes. 

Landscapes  which  are  more  rounded  and  uniform  than  the  ridge  and  narrow 
valley  landscapes  are  classified  as  rolling  hills.  These  areas  are  generally 
rounded  undulating  uplands.  Many  small  drainages  and  swales  define  the 
individual  hillsides.  The  vegetative  cover  within  these  hilly  areas  range 
from  extensive  grasslands  to  low  scrubby  stands  of  pinyon  juniper  and  scrub 
oaks. 

Several  canyons  are  present  within  the  Resource  Area.  Associated  with  major 
river  courses,  canyons  are  characterized  by  nearly  vertical,  precipitious 
rock  walls  exhibiting  a  variety  of  geological  formations.  Rivers  or  streams 
bisecting  the  canyon  floor  are  bounded  by  curved  linear  bands  of  riparian  vege- 
tation. Vegetation  on  the  canyon  sidewalls  is  composed  primarily  of  conifers, 
pinyons  and  junipers  which  vary  in  density  with  the  steepness  of  the  canyon 
sidewalls. 
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Broad  extensive  areas  of  gently  sloping  to  relatively  flat  land  which  are 
raised  sharply  above  adjacent  lands  are  classified  as  mesas.  Various  species 
of  short  grasses  and  sagebrush  serve  as  the  understory  to  a  predominantly 
pinyon  juniper  overstory.  Some  mesas  have  been  chained  in  the  past  to  create 
lands  suitable  for  agricultural  and  ranching  purposes. 

Broad  Valleys  are  defined  as  wide,  open  expanses  of  relatively  flat  to  gently 
sloping  land  commonly  bounded  by  hills  or  mountains.  The  landscapes  are 
oriented  around  river  or  stream  courses  which  have  formed  the  valley^  Thick 
deposits  of  sediments  originating  in  the  surrounding  uplands  or  mountains 
is  typical.  A  variety  of  grasses  and  sages  along  with  other  vegetative 
groupings  are  common. 

Parks  are  quite  similar  to  Broad  Valleys  in  respect  to  their  physiography. 
These  lands  are  wide,  open,  and  flat  and  conversely  are  generally  not  asso- 
ciated or  structurally  dependent  upon  a  river  or  stream  course.  Parks  are 
ringed  by  mountains  and  support  vegetative  communities  dominated  by  grasses 
and  low  shrubs. 

Basins  are  lowland  areas  which  are  gently  sloping  to  flat  in  nature.  The 
basins  contained  within  this  Resource  Area  are  generally  associated  with 
California  and  east  mesas.  Though  they  are  not  a  typical  extensive  depres- 
sional  'area,  these  two  mesas  form  the  lowlands  to  the  entire  Uncompahgre 
Basin  Resource  Area,  and  are  not  similar  to  the  more  characteristic  Mesa 
landscapes  within  the  region.  Vegetation  is  diverse  as  these  areas  are 
typically  used  for  agricultural  and  ranching  purposes. 
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In  the  dry  landscape  of  southwestern  Colorado,  a  prominent  reservoir, 
river,  or  stream  is  an  important  visual  and  recreational  resource.  It 
is  felt  that  such  a  resource  can  be  managed  more  efficiently  as  a  unit 
unto  itself  rather  than  as  a  component  of  a  more  extensive  landscape  type 
such  as  a  broad  valley  or  an  area  of  rolling  hills.  For  this  reason,  land 
associated  with  a  significant  water  feature  was  singled  out  and  classified 
as  either  a  river  valley  or  a  reservoir. 

Bad! and  landscapes  appear  as  a  complex  of  highly  eroded  hills  lacking  any 
vegetative  cover,  consisting  primarily  of  Mancos  shales,  colors  range  from 
white  to  grays.  Shadow  patterns  throughout  these  areas  are  at  times  inter- 
esting due  to  the  landform  diversity  of  these  areas. 

There  are  a  number  of  units  that  could  be  considered  typical  of  more  than 
one  category.  An  example  would  be  a  rating  unit  composed  of  one  or  two 
mountains  and  many  rolling  hills:  this  unit  could  be  considered  as  either 
mountains  or  rolling  hills.  It  is  our  purpose  to  generally  classify  the 
rating  units  according  to  their  most  characteristic  physiographic  feature. 
Therefore  an  area  of  many  hills  and  one  or  two  mountains  would  be  typed  as 
rolling  hills. 

The  classification  of  scenic  quality  rating  units  by  general  landscape  types 
is  provided  to  give  an  indication  of  the  diversity  of  the  landscape  within 
the  planning  unit. 
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CULTURAL  MODIFICATION  CRITERIA 

Using  the  criteria  prescribed  in  Section  24  of  the  BLM's  Manual  8411  - 
"Upland  Visual  Resource  Inventory  and  Evaluation,"  the  field  teams  con- 
ducted an  inventory  of  significant  cultural  modifications  found  within  the 
Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units,  These  modifications  were  then  evaluated  in 
regard  to  their  overall  effect  on  the  visual  quality  of  the  landscape. 

Cultural  modifications  can  take  the  form  of  either  visual  intrusions  or 
visual  improvements.  For  purposes  of  this  study  the  cultural  modifications 
which  were  documented  were  those  which  were  judged  by  the  members  of  the 
field  team  to  be  visual  intrusions,  or  adverse  impacts  upon  the  area's 
inherent  scenic  quality. 

The  specific  cultural  modifications  which  were  singled  out  for  documentation 
were  those  which  strongly  attracted  attention  or  tended  to  become  a  dominant 
feature  in  the  landscape.  These  conditions  were  defined  in  terms  of  the 
severity  with  which  the  particular  modification  contrasted  with  the  natural 
components  of  the  surrounding  landscape.  Changes  in  landform,  water,  or 
vegetation  and  the  addition  of  structures  were  examined  to  determine  the 
extent  to  which  they  contrasted  with  the  basic  form,  line,  color,  and  texture 
characteristic  of  the  rating  unit.  If  the  overall  contrast  was  considered  to 
be  significant,  the  modification  was  photographed,  plotted  on  a  map,  and  rated 
on  the  Cultural  Modification  Field  Form. 

The  question  of  whether  or  not  to  document  a  cultural  modification  as  a  visual 
intrusion  was  also  influenced  by  proximity  to  developed  areas  and  the  modifi- 
cations scale,  or  size,  within  the  SQRU  as  a  whole. 
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When  a  particular  land  use  or  cultural  modification  (which  would  ordinarily 
be  classified  as  a  visual  intrusion  on  the  basis  of  its  visual  contrast)  was 
located  in  an  area  strongly  dominated  by  the  influence  of  development,  it  was 
not  documented  as 'a  visual  intrusion  and  was  considered  to  be  part  of  the 
developed  area.  Trailer  parks  located  on  the  outskirts  of  an  urban  area, 
for  example,  were  not  singled  out  though  trailer  parks  in  an  area  relatively 
free  of  development  were. 

In  areas  which  were  free  of  the  overbearing  visual  influence  of  an  urban 
development,  scale  was  the  factor  which  was  used  to  determine  which  cultural 
modifications  would  be  documented.  Generally,  large  scale  features  were 
singled  out  while  small-scale  features  were  not.  By  way  of  example,  fences 
were  not  documented  though  transmission  lines  were.  Billboards  weren't  con- 
sidered though  junk  yards  were.  The  decision  was  highly  subjective  but  not 
arbitrary. 

General  Types 

As  mentioned,  the  field  teams  were  oriented  toward  documenting  cultural 
modifications  which  created  strong  contrasts  with  the  natural  elements  of 
the  landscape.  A  general  listing  of  the  cultural  modifications  noted  within 
the  various  planning  untis  would  include  the  following: 

1)  Transmission  towers  and  cuts  through  wooded  slopes  for  tower 
construction  and  maintenance  roads 

2)  Power  substations  and  radio  towers 

3)  Water  pipelines 

4)  Landfills 
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These  general  intrusions  are  often  repetitive  within  each  planning  unit 
and  when  identical  intrusions  such  as  transmission  lines  are  present  with- 
in an  area,  they  are  usually  grouped  together.  Specific  cultural  intrusions 
and  locations  are  described  on  the  "Field  Form  for  Modification  Inventory 
and  Feature  Contrast  Score." 

SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  CRITERIA 

The  scenic  quality  rating  is  a  relative  indication  of  the  visual  quality  of 
the  landscape  based  on  a  systematic  approach  and  analysis  of  the  landscape 
elements.  Considered  are  the  physical  landscape  components  of  landform, 
vegetation,  water  and  color;  the  relative  scarcity  or  uniqueness  of  that 
particular  landscape  type  within  the  region;  the  extent  to  which  it  has  been 
altered  by  man  and  the  degree  to  which  lands  in  adjacent  rating  units  enhance 
its  overall  visual  quality.  Each  rating  criteria  receives  a  score  according 
to  established  methodology  as  shown  in  Figure  1  taken  from  the  BLM  8411  manual. 
The  combined  numerical  total  then  determines  one  of  three  levels  (A,  B  &  C) 
of  scenic  quality. 

Ratings  were  done  within  the  context  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  and  Colorado  Plateau 
physiographic  provinces. 
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FIGURE     1 


Visual  Sensitivity 
criteria 

The  criteria  and  procedure  used  for  determining  visual  sensitivity  are 
those  set  forth  in  BLM's  8411  manual.  Basically,  this  involes  a  tv;o-part 
inventory  and  evaluation  process  consisting  of:  1)  determination  of  user 
volume  and,  2)  user  attitudes  toward  change  in  the  landscape.  The  results 
of  these  two  independent  analyses  are  combined  according  to  established 
procedures  and  result  in  a  determination  of  final  visual  sensitivity  levels. 

USE  VOLUME 

The  collection  of  use  volume  data  is  to  determine  the  number  of  people 
viewing  the  landscape  at  various  locations.  The  greater  the  number  of 
viewers  in  any  given  area,  the  greater  the  "exposure"  it  receives  and  the 
greater  its  sensitivity  is  said  to  be.  Actual  use  volume  is  categorized 
into  one  of  three  levels  (H,  M,  or  L)  according  to  the  following  criteria 
(BLM  Manual  8411  31Ala): 


H 

M 

L 

C.-UTEP.IA 

HIGH 

MTDira' 

LOW 

(1) 

Use  voUnnP 

Segrnents  of  travel 

Segments  of  travel 

Travel  route  seR- 

(total)  use. 

routes,  use  sites 

routes,  use  sites 

nents  vith  less 
than  20,000  visits/ 
yr.  or  less  than'20 

no  distinction 

or  population  cen- 

or population  cen- 

between types) 

ters  which  receive 

ters  vhich  receive 

cars  and  trains 

200,000  or  more 

20,000  to  200.000 

vehicles/day  (ADT 
year  round). 

vislts/yr.  or  more 

visits/year  or  20 

than  200  vehicles/ 

to  200  vehicles 

day  CADT  year  round). 

per  day  (ADT  year 

or  comparable  degree 

round),  or  a  coc- 

of  use  on  a  seasonal 

parable  desree  of 

basis . 

use  on  a  seasonal 

basis . 

1 

(2) 

Use  voluae  - 

20,000  or  nore 

2000  -  20,000 

less  then  2C00 

- 

trails,  rivers. 

visits/yr. 

visits/yr. 

visits/yr. 

•jater  bodies, 
traas 
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Travel  routes  or  use  areas  of  High  or  Moderate  volume  are  considered  to  be 
Key  Observation  Points  (KOPs).  From  these  KOPs,  the  landscape  can  be  seen 
(referred  to  as  the  "seen  area")  is  mapped  out  to  a  maximum  distance  of  15 
miles.  The  level  of  volume  of  that  KOP  (either  High  or  Moderate)  is  then 
designated  for  the  entire  seen  area  around  that  KOP,  Where  an  area  can  be 
seen  from  both  a  high  volume  KOP  and  a  moderate  volume  KOP,  the  high  desig- 
nation is  given. 

Use  data  for  this  study  was  obtained  through  the  BLM  Area  Offices,  from  the 
State  Highway  Department,  county  road  departments.  State  Division  of  Parks 
and  Outdoor  Recreation,  U.S.  Forest  Service,  and  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage- 
ment. Though  somewhat  variable  in  age,  the  data  used,  in  all  cases,  was  the 
most  current  available.  Where  notable  data  gaps  occurred,  the  best  estimate 
of  the  agency  representative  was  used  considering  current  use  patterns  and 
known  use  levels  of  adjacent  roads/areas. 

Seen  areas  were  manually  derived  in  the  office  through  the  use  of  topographic 
and  raised  relief  maps.  The  results  were  reviewed  and  refined  during  the 
course  of  the  study  by  the  Project  Manager  and  other  members  of  the  study 
team. 

USER  ATTITUDES 

Data  on  user  attitudes  toward  change  is  collected  in  order  to  determine  the 

extent  of  public  concern  for  various  lands  within  the  planning  unit  and 

specifically,  their  attitudes  toward  visual  modification  of  the  landscape. 

It  is  the  only  point  in  the  inventory  process  where  public  input  is  considered. 
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The  procedure  used  in  this  analysis  was  a  somewhat  modified  version  of  the 
"Extensive"  (low  level)  procedure  set  forth  in  BLM  Manual  8411.  Basically, 
it  involves  a  workshop  format  with  selected  representatives  of  various 
agencies,  private  interests  and  public  interest  groups.  They  are  asked  to 
respond  to  a  variety  of  possible  landscape  modifications  within  specific 
landscape  units  which  are  based  on  the  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU). 
These  responses  are  then  evaluated  by  qualitative  means  to  determine  a  high, 
moderate  or  low  level  of  sensitivity  for  each  rating  area. 

With  this  general  direction  from  the  BLM  8411  manual  it  was  first  necessary 
to  determine  the  specific  data  needs  and  a  format  for  obtaining  this  infor- 
mation. In  order  to  determine  user  response  to  change  it  was  decided  to 
obtain  a  comprehensive  list  of  the  generic  types  of  change  possible  on  BLM 
lands.  These  were  then  grouped  into  seven  major  over  categories  based  on 
similarities  in  their  visual  effect  on  the  landscape,  e.g.  landform,  vege- 
tation and/or  structure  modification.  Only  those  specific  generic  types 
within  each  category  that  are  appropriate  to  a  given  Resource  Area  are  pre- 
sented to  workshop  participants.  In  some  cases  an  entire  over-category  was 
deleted  if  inappropriate  or  unlikely  in  that  Resource  Area. 

As  a  context  within  which  to  judge  these  responses--  it  was  decided  that  parti- 
cipants should,  at  the  outset,  indicate  the  relative  sensitivity  or  value  they 
placed  on  the  visual  resource  of  each  rating  area.  For  this  purpose,  parti- 
cipants were  asked  to  indicate  the  level  of  protection  that  should  be  given 
to  the  visual  resource.  One  of  five  levels  were  presented  as  options: 
Preservation,  High  Protection,  Moderate  Protection,  Low  Protection  or 
Rehabilitation.  These  were  intended  to  generally  correspond  with  the  five 
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VRM  Management  Classes.  A  workshop  rating  form  was  then  developed  around 

these  data  needs  on  a  rating  unit  basis  (see  Figure  2).  In  addition,  an 

accompanying  instruction  sheet  was  developed  that  also  included  a  space 

for  participants  to  indicate  any  specific  issues,  projects  or  areas  of 

concern  visually  (see  Figure  3).  These  responses  were  primarily  for  the        _ 

benefit  of  the  Area  Manager  and  not  factored  into  final  ratings. 

To  determine  a  list  of  workshop  participants  Wirth  Associates  first  met  with     ^ 
BLM  representatives  to  develop  a  generic  list  of  types  of  interest  or  agency 
input  desired.  The  following  general  types  of  input  were  decided  upon: 
federal,  state  and  local  (county  and  city)  agency  representation  (including      % 
administrative,  design  and  planning  representatives);  conservation  organiza- 
tions; cattlemen,  mining  and  utility  representation;  off-road  vehicle,  guide 
and  ski  type  recreation  representation;  and  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  "average     • 
citizen"  representation.  From  this  generic  list,  the  BLM  District  and/or 
Area  Office  selected  specific  representatives  for  each  category.  Both  a 
preliminary  letter  of  notification  and  a  follow-up  letter  were  composed  by      • 
Wirth  Associates  and  sent  from  the  Area  Office  to  each  selected  representative 
(example  following  page   ).  This  was  followed  by  a  personal  phone  reminder 
by  an  Area  Office  BLM  representative  prior  to  the  meeting. 

The  Project  Director  and  Project  Manager  made  a  flight  over  the  study  area 
two  days  prior  to  the  workshop  to  review  scenic  quality  rating  unit  boundaries 
and  ratings,  to  become  personally  familiar  with  the  study  area  prior  to  the 
workshop,  and  to  determine  whether  or  not  certain  rating  units  should  be  further   : 

m 

sub-divided  or  combined  for  purposes  of  the  workshop.  Final  visual  sensitivity 
workshop  rating  unit  maps  and  forms  were  then  prepared  on  this  basis. 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA  SHEET 


^RESOUnCE  AREA 


.PLANNING  UNIT 


PARTICIPANT 

REPRESENTING- 

i-ni  F 


RATING  AllEA 

I 
Name  ] 


DESIRED  VISUAL 
HGMT.  CLASS 


USER  REACTION  TO  VISUAL  CHANGE  BY: 


Landform-l 


Landform-2 


Landf./Veg.-l 


Landf./Veg.-2  '  Vegetation     Veg. /Struct 


Structures 


p •  Preservation 
HP'Htqh  Protection 
MBModerate  Protection 
LP-Low  Protection 
H  .  Rebahil  i tatlon 


H-  Visual  change  by  this  type  of  activity  would  cause  a 
strong  negative  reaction. 

M-  Visual  change  hy  this  type  of  activity  would  cause  a 
moderate  negative  reaction. 

L  •  Visual  change  hy  this  type  of  activity  wuuld  cause  a 
low  adverse  reaction. 


CATEGORIES  OF  V[SUAL_JW^tlGE 

Landform-l 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel    Operations 

Landforni-g 

Datns/water    iiiipouiidrnents 

Landform/Vego  ta  t  ion^l 

Roads 

P  tpel ines 

Rail  Spurs 

Landforni/VccjctJtion-g 

ORV  Use 

Vegetation 


Timber  Harvest 
Land  Treatment 
(chaining,   herljic  idinq,   etc.) 

Vegetation/ S  tructures 

Power   Lines 
TiMrways 

Reflectors/Repealors 
Substations 

St  rue tures 


Residential 


c  T  n  I  f)  n        o 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA  SHEET 
EXPLANATION  AND  CONTINUATION: 

GENERAL  INSTRUCTIONS: 

In  filling  out.  the  workshop  form,  please  respond  from  the  point  of  view  of 

the  public  sector  or  agency  you  represent  rather  than  from  your  personal 

point  of  view.  This  will  enable  us  to  better  analyze  the  broad  spectrum  of 
public  attitudes. 

Relationship  to  the  Area: 

From  the  list  supplied,  indicate  the  type  of  use  each  area  is  best  suited 
to  from  your  group  or  agency's  point  of  view.  Where  code  letters  include 
more  than  one  specific  type  of  use,  specify  which  type  is  most  appropriate 
(e.g.  "RE  -  coal  mining"). 

Value  Placed  on  Scenic  Quality: 

From  your  group  or  agency's  point  of  view,  indicate  the  degree  of  value 
placed  on  scenic  quality  in  each  area  in  terms  of  H,  M  or  L  value. 

Desired  Visual  Management  Class: 

This  is  to  be  a  further  indication  of  the  value  of  scenic  quality  to  the 
group  or  agency  in  terms  of  the  level  of  management  you  feel  should  be 
exercised  for  scenic  values  within  the  area.  "Preservation"  would  restrict^^ 
all  activities  which  would  noticeably  alter  the  landscape.  "Rehabilitation" 
is  an  indication  that  from  your  group  or  agency's  point  of  view,  the  area 
is  already  visually  degraded  and  needs  some  level  of  corrective  measures. 

User  Reaction  to  Visual  Change: 

The  categories  of  visual  change  listed  below  are  intended  to  represent  generic 
types  of  management  actions  which  would  lead  to. similar  kinds  of  visual  change. 
They  are  not  intended  to  represent  specific  management  proposals. 

Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 

Landform-1  '  Landform-2 

a.  Resource  Extraction  (mining)     Dams/water  impoundments 

b.  Landfill 

Gravel    Operations 

Landform/Veqetation-1  Landform/Vegetation-2 

Roads  ORV  Use 

Pipelines 

Railroads 
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Vegetation/Structures 

Power  lines 

Tramways 

Refl ectors/repeators 

Substations 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 
chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Buildings 


SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency 
or  group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area. 
Specific  projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base 
maps  provided,  the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use 
a  code  letter/word  or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your 
narrative. 


Participant_ 
Date 


<«# 


The  workshop  format  fonowed  the  following  basic  outline: 

A.  Introduction  (BLM  Area  Manager) 

-  Relationship  of  this  study  to  the  overall  Area  planning  effort 

B.  Study  overview  and  background  (Wirth  Associates) 

C.  VRM  program  overview  (Wirth  Associates) 

D.  Slide  overview  of  rating  areas  within  the  Resource  Area 
(Wirth  Associates) 

E.  Slide  examples  of  various  possible  generic  landscape  modifi- 
cations (Wirth  Associates) 

F.  Participant  ratings  on  a  rating  unit  by  rating  unit  basis 
(facilitated  by  Wirth  Associates) 

G.  Participant  narratives  on  specific  issues  or  projects  of  concern 
(facilitated  by  Wirth  Associates). 

Following  the  workshop,  an  initial  analysis  of  the  results  was  made  by  Wirth 
Associates  which  led  to  a  preliminary  overall  user  attitude  rating  of  Low, 
Moderate,  or  High  for  each  rating  unit.  Initially,  each  form  was  reviewed 
to  determine  whether  or  not  the  results  would  be  utilized.  Forms  were  con- 
sidered invalid  if  it  were  apparent  that  the  participant  was  confused  about 
the  information  requested  or  made  no  distinction  between  rating  areas  or 
types  of  change  (e.g.  rated  all  possible  actions  f-or  all  rating  areas  the 
same). 

Where  ratings  were  ambiguous  but  a  reasonable  assumption  could  be  made  as  to 
the  intended  response  changes  were  made  and  documented  on  the  rating  form. 
Partially  completed  forms  were  utilized  if  responses  appeared  consistent  and 
an  understanding  of  the  desired  information  was  apparent  by  the  responses  given 


■19- 


PLANNING  UNIT 

Rating  Units 

.  Desired 
■  ■  ■  ■  Mgmt.  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit: 

.UES 
HIGH 

p 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

Rating  Unit(s): 

LANDSCAPE  VAl 
1             LOW        jMEn. 

HP 

LP 

R 

Final  Rating: 
Rationale: 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY*. 
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High  Ratings; 


»   Moderate  Ratings;      iJiMi  *»   Low  Ratings 
**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 
***   Relative  magnitude  of  landscape  modification  category. 
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FIGURE  4 


Valid  forms  were  qualitatively  evaluated  and  tallied  by  the  same  review  team 
according  to  a  rating  form  specially  designed  for  this  purpose  (see  Figure  4). 
According  to  this  form,  responses  to  Desired  Management  Class  are  totaled  and 
compared  to  totals  for  responses  to  various  categories  of  landscape  change. 
Where  there  was  a  difference  for  a  rating  area  between  the  overall  level  of 
protection  designated  through  the  Desired  Management  Class  and  the  overall  level 
of  sensitivity  toward  change,  a  preliminary  H/M  or  M/L  designation  was  given 

Once  the  preliminary  analysis  was  complete,  a  follow-up  meeting  was  held  with 
the  Area  Manager  and  appropriate  members  of  his  staff  to  review  the  results. 
An  explanation  of  the  preliminary  analysis  procedure  was  presented  and  reviewed. 
Following  this,  each  summary  and  analysis  form  was  reviewed  with  the  Area  Office 
personnel.  Borderline  H/M  and  M/L  ratings  were  resolved  at  this  time  based  on 
intensity  of  responses,  consistency  of  thought,  overall  trends,  specific 
participant  responses,  amount  of  BLM  land  in  the  rating  area,  user  types  and 
trends  in  the  area  and  specific  issues  surrounding  the  area.  In  addition,  if 
the  Area  Manager  and  staff  felt  that,  based  on  the  above  considerations,  par- 
ticipant responses  clearly  did  not  reflect  the  true  level  of  sensitivity  for 
a  given  area,  they  raised  or  lowered  the  rating.  In  all  cases,  a  written 
rationale  was  prepared  in  the  space  provided  on  each  summary  and  analysis  form 
(Figure  4)  which  documented  the  basis  for  the  final  rating. 

The  tally  sheets  were  designed  for  each  visualization  of  trends.  The  following 
assumptions  were  made  in  its  design: 

Management  Class  ratings  can  be  grouped  into  levels  of^ 
Highl  Medium  or  Low  value  (an  exception  is  the  Rehabili- 
tation category  which  is  sometimes  given  because  of  a 
high  concern  -  when  this  occurs,  ratings  to  various 
landscape  modifications  would  expectedly  be  higher  than 
where  little  concern  exists). 


Landscape  modification  categories  have  different  inten- 
sities and  are  identified  as  High,  Medium  and  Low. 

Gray  levels  represent  the  general  intensity  of  ratings 
expected  based  on  the  following  premise:  it  is  expected 
that  if  an  impact  of  moderate  intensity  is  proposed  for 
an  area  about  which  the  participant  feels  a  moderate  value, 
his/her  expected  response  would  be  of  a  moderate  adverse 
nature.  Also,  it  is  expected  that  the  same  impact  would 
be  rated  as  high  by  those  who  felt  the  landscape  to  be  of 
high  value  and  rated  low  by  those  who  rated  the  landscape 
low.  If  true,  it  would  follow  that  a  low  intensity  impact 
would  expectedly  result  in  a  high  adverse  rating  on  both 
high  and  moderate  value  lands. 


FINAL  SENSITIVITY 

The  Final  Sensitivity  Rating  is  the  result  of  the  combination  of  use  volume 
sensitivity  and  user  attitudes  sensitivity  according  to  the  following  matrix 
taken  from  the  BLM  Manual  (8411. 31A4): 


( 

H    H 

H    M 

• 

M    H 

HIGH 

H 

L 

SENSITiViTY 

L 

H 

M 

M 

MEDIUM 

M 

L 

SENSmViTY 

L 

M 

LOW 

L 

L 

SENSITIVFTY 

_o^ 


The  process  used  is  a  mechanical  one  in  which  the  two  preliminary  sensitivity 
maps  are  overlain  and  the  final  sensitivity  rating  for  any  given  area  is  deter- 
mined simply  by  the  particular  conditions  of  the  two  preliminary  ratings. 
When  very  small  islands  of  land  resulted  (less  than  1/2  mile  wide)  that  had 
a  rating  different  from  the  adjacent  land,  a  decision  was  made  to  give  it  the 
designation  of  the  adjacent  land  with  which  it  had  the  most  similarity  from 
a  management  standpoint. 

Distance  Zones 

Distance  Zone  classifications  are  used  to  indicate  the  relative  detail  that 
is  perceived  in  natural  and  man-made  features  on  the  landscape^  The  closer 
an  object  is  to  the  viewer  the  greater  the  detail  in  which  it  is  perceived 
and  the  greater  is  its  perceived  scale  in  relation  to  the  surrounding  land- 
scape. Therefore,  a  landscape  modification  near  the  viewer  would  have  a 
greater  negative  visual  effect  than  the  same  modification  seen  further  away. 

Distance  Zone  categories  as  defined  in  the  BLM  VRM  system  include  the 
Following:  Foreground/Middleground  -  from  viewer  location  to  3-5  miles; 
Background  -  from  3-5  miles  to  approximately  15  miles;  and  Seldom  Seen  - 
beyond  the  approximate  15  mile  limit.  The  Seldom  Seen  designation  is  also 
applied  to  areas  that  because  of  topographic  screening  are  unseen  from  any 
designated  viewer  location. 

The  criteria  and  procedure  used  for  delineating  distance  zones  are  those  set 
forth  in  BLM's  8411  manual.  This  procedure  first  involves  the  determination 
of  Key  Observer  Points  (KOPs).  These  points  are  the  same  as  those  used  for 
the  visual  sensitivity  -  use  volume  study  (see  use  volume  methodology 
narrative  preceeding). 


From  these  points  (or  travel  routes)  a  "seen  area  analysis"  (see  Visual 
Sensitivity  -  Use  Volume  narrative)  is  conducted.  All  lands  that  can  be 
seen  from  that  point  or  travel  corridor  out  to  a  distance  of  3-5  miles 
are  labeled  as  Foreground/Middleground,  All  lands  that  can  be  seen  from  . 
that  point  or  corridor  between  3-5  miles  and  15  miels  are  labeled  as 
Background.  All  lands  that  are  beyond  15  miles  from  any  KOP  or  are  unseen 
from  any  KOP  are  labeled  as  Seldom  Seen.  Where  overlaps  of  these  zones 
occur  (from  2  or  more  KOPs)  the  closer  zone  is  designated. 

For  this  study  use  volume  information  was  taken  from  various  sources,  as 
indicated  in  the  visual  sensitivity  -  use  volume  narrative.  A  manual  seen 
area  analysis  was  conducted  from  the  moderate  and  high  volume  points/ 
corridors  in  the  office  from  topographic  and  raised  relief  maps.  Appropriate 
distance  zone  designations  were  then  made.  This  preliminary  distance  zone 
map  was  then  taken  to  the  field  by  the  scenic  quality  inventory  team  for 
verification.  Revisions  were  made  accordingly. 
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CimRROfI  PUV-KUNG  UfilT 
General  Setting 

The  Cimarron  Planning  Unit  is  the  southern  most  planning  unit  within  the 
Uncompahgre  Resource  Area,  and  encompasses  306,000  acres.  It  is  bordered 
to  the  northeast  by  the  Gunnison  Gorge  Planning  Unit,  to  the  northwest  by 
the  Escalante  Planning  Unit,  and  to  the  south  by  the  San  Juan  Mountain  Range. 

The  San  Juans  rise  dramatically  immediately  south  of  the  unit.  Cimarron 
Ridge,  a  north-south  oriented  extension  of  the  San  Juan  Mountains  border 
the  eastern  boundary  of  this  unit.  Both  of  these  landforms  form  a  distinct 
visual  boundary  to  the  planning  unit. 

Within  the  planning  unit  a  number  of  different  landscape  character  types 
occur,  including  mountains,  badlands,  mesas,  broad  valleys,  and  major  river 
valleys. 

As  described  by  Fenneman,  this  planning  unit  contains  two  major  physiographic 
provinces.  The  southern  Rocky  Mountain  province'  is  restricted  to  the  eastern 
segments  of  the  unit,  while  the  Colorado  Plateau  province,  made  up  of  young 
to  mature  canyoned  plateaus,  constitutes  the  major  physiographic  region  within 
the  western  segments  of  the  planning  unit. 

The  Uncompahgre  River,  which  bisects  the  unit,  is  generally  the  interface 
between  these  two  physiographic  regions. 

The  western  half  of  the  unit  is  comprised  of  Log  Hill  Mesa,  the  most  extensive 
mesa  within  the  area.  Sloping  gently  to  the  northeast,  this  mesa  runs  nearly 


the  entire  length  of  the  planning  unit.  It  is  relatively  uniform  in  degree 
of  slope  and  vegetative  variety.  Many  small  parallel  and  linear  stream 
courses  drain  the  mesa  and  empty  into  the  Uncompahgre  River.  These  drainages 
have  exposed  rock  outcrop  sidewalls  which  provide  the  only  major  visual 
diversity  within  this  uniform  landscape. 

To  the  east  of  the  Uncompahgre  River  the  landscape  is  more  complex  and  diverse. 
In  the  south  and  southeastern  segments  of  the  unit  the  landscape  is  more 
mountainous.  Primarily  lesser  mountains  to  the  San  Juans  and  Cimarron  Ridge, 
these  areas  contain  the  greatest  vegetative  diversity  and  overall  diversity 
found  within  the  planning  unit. 

The  lower  hills  below  the  more  mountainous  slopes  directly  east  of  the 
Uncompahgre  River  are  the  most  diverse  landform  features  in  the  unit.  A 
difference  exists  in  these  lesser  hills  north  and  south  of  the  community  of 
Colona.  South  of  Colona  the  hills  have  been  eroded  by  numerous  streams.  Rock 
outcrops  and  diverse  vegetative  patterns  prevail  in  this  area.  North  of  Colona 
the  hills  take  on  a  much  different  character  and  contrast  greatly  to  all  other 
landforms.  These  hills  take  on  a  "Badland"  nature  locally  termed  adobes.  As 
a  complex  system  of  hills  made  of  Mancos  shales,  these  northern  landforms  lack 
any  vegetative  cover.  Interesting  shadow  and  color  patterns  are  the  dominant 
visual  features  within  this  Badland  environment. 

The  upper  areas  to  these  lesser  hills  are  more  mountainous  and  contain  greater 
diversity  of  vegetative  species,  but  are  generally  less  diverse  in  topography. 
Major  landforms  within  this  area  include  Waterdog  Peak,  Storm  King  Mountain, 
and  the  Sawtooth  Rocks.  Storm  King  and  the  Sawtooth  Rocks  are  the  most 
northern  landforms  to  Cimarron  Ridge. 
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As  noted  earlier  the  Uncompahgre  River,  the  major  drainage  within  the  unit, 
bisects  the  unit.  South  of  Montrose  the  river  valley  is  well  defined  due 
to  the  adjacent  landforms  of  Log  Hill  Mesa  and  the  lesser  mountains  to 
Cimarron  Ridge.  North  of  Montrose  the  river  valley  itself  is  less  defined. 
Here  the  river,  along  with  the  adjacent  California  and  east  mesas  visually 
appear  to  form  the  Uncompahgre  Basin.  These  two  mesas  are  relatively  flat 
and  are  used  extensively  for  agricultural  and  ranching  purposes. 

Vegetation  is  varied  within  the  unit.  Log  Hill  Mesa  and  the  southern  lesser 
hills  are  dominantly  covered  with  pinyon-juniper  and  scrub  oak  associations. 
As  one  gains  elevation,  firs,  pines,  and  aspen  dominate  on  all  aspects.  These 
associations  are  found  around  Miller  Mesa  and  the  South  Baldy  area,  as  well  as 
the  upper  slopes  below  Cimarron  Ridge,  Waterdog  Peak,  and  Baldy  Peak.  Cotton- 
woods,  willows,  and  other  water  oriented  species  are  restricted  to  valley 
bottoms  throughout  the  unit.  Agricultural  areas  on  East  and  California  Mesa 
contain  a  variety  of  related  vegetative  associations. 

Major  creeks  draining  into  the  Uncompahgre  River  include  Pleasant  Valley, 
Cottonwood,  Dallas,  and  Cow  Creeks.  All  of  these  are  located  in  the  southern 
segments  of  the  unit  below  the  mountains. 

The  major  north-south  traveled  route  includes  Route  550  which  runs  the  entire 
length  of  the  unit  through  Ridgeway,  Montrose  and  Glathe.  East-west  routes 
include  Route  62  which  crosses  Dallas  Divide  and  joins  Route  550  at  Ridgeway 
in  the  southern  segment  of  the  Planning  Unit.  The  northern  east-west  traveled 
route  is  Route  50  which  traverses  from  Cimarron  to  Montrose. 
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Urban  centers  include  Montrose,  Olathe  and  Ridgeway.  Other  populated  areas 
consist  of  the  agricultural  and  ranching  communities  north  of  Montrose. 
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SQRU  GENERAL  LANDSCAPE  TYPES  &  SUMMARY 


PLANNING 

UNIT:  CIMARRON 

GENERAL 

TYPE  KEY 

Mountains                MT 

Rolling  Hills 

RH 

Ridges  a 

nd  Narrow  Valleys    RSNV 

Broad  Valleys 

BV 

Canyons 

C 

River  Valley 

RV 

Parks 

P 

Basin 

B 

Mesas 

-  M 

Reservoirs 
Badlands 

R 
B 

SQRU 

NAME 

GENERAL  TYPE 

NO. 

001 

Upper  Uncompahgre  River 

River  Valley 

002 

Miller  Mesa/South  Baldy 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

003 

Pleasant  Valley 

River  Valley/Narrow  Valley 

004 

Spruce  Mountain 

Mountains 

005 

Desert  Tank 

Rolling  Hills 

006 

Uncompahgre  River  Canyon 

Canyon/River  Valley 

007 

Baldy  Peak 

Rolling  Hills 

008 

Cow  Creek 

Narrow  Valley/River  Valley 

009 

Log  Hill  Mesa 

Mesa 

010 

Uncompahgre  River  Valley 

River  Valley 

Oil 

Dry  Cedar  Creek  Hills 

Badlands 

012 

Storm  King 

Mountains 

013 

Chaffee  Gulch 

Rolling  Hills 

014 

Beaten  Creek 

Narrow  Valley 

015 

Coal  Hill 

Rolling  Hills 

016 

Bostwick  Park 

Park 

017 

Cedar  Creek 

Narrow  Valley 

020 

Squaw  Creek 

Narrow  Valley 

060 

North  Uncompahgre  River 

River  Valley 

061 

California  Mesa 

Mesa/Basin 

062 

East  Mesa 

Mesa/Basin 

063 

High  Mesa 

Mesa 

064 

Spring  Creek  Mesa 

Mesa/Basin 

065 

Franklin  Mesa 

Mesa  -. 

066 

Shavano  Valley 

Narrow  Valley 

067 

Dry  Creek  Canyon 

Canyon 
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TABLE  2 


DISTRICT:       MONTROSE 

RESOURCE  AREA:   UNCOMPAHGRE 

BASIN 

PLANNING  UNIT:   CIMARRON 

SQRU 

RATING  CRITERIA 

TOTAL 

NO. 

NAME 

LF 

V 

W 

C 

AS 

S 

CM 

NO, 

SQR 

upper 

001 

Uncompahgre  River 

3 

4 

5 

4 

5 

2 

2 

24 

A 

002 

Miller  Mesa/ 

South  Baldy 

3' 

3 

2 

3 

5 

1 

2 

19 

A 

003 

Pleasant  Valley 

1 

3 

4 

3 

b 

1 

1 

18 

B 

004 

Spruce  Mtn. 

2 

3 

0 

3 

5 

1 

2 

16 

B 

005 

Desert  Tank 

1 

3 

0 

4 

5 

2 

2 

17 

B 

006 

Uncompahgre 

River  Canyon 

3 

3 

5 

4 

4 

2 

2 

23 

A 

007 

Baldy  Peak 

3 

3 

0 

3 

4 

2 

16 

B 

008 

Cow  Creek 

2 

4 

4 

4 

3 

2 

20 

A 

009 

.  Log  Hill  Mesa 

2 

1 

1 

1 

3 

2 

11 

C 

010 

Uncompahgre 

River  Valley 

1 

3 

.3 

2 

3 

-2 

11 

C 

Oil 

Dry  Cedar  Crk  Hills 

3 

1 

0 

1 

2 

2 

10 

C 

012 

Storm  King 

3 

4 

1 

3 

2 

2 

16 

B 

013 

Chaffee  Gulch 

3 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

12 

B 

014 

Beaton  Creek 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

0 

8 

C 

015 

Coal  Hill 

2 

3 

0 

3 

1 

2 

12 

B 

016 

Bostwick  Park 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

10 

C 

017 

Cedar  Creek 

2 

2 

2 

3 

0 

1 

11 

C 

020 

Squaw  Creek 

2 

3 

2 

3 

1 

2 

14 

B 

060 

N.  Uncompahgre  R. 

1 

3 

4 

1 

2 

1 

13 

B 

061 

California  Mesa 

1 

3 

1 

1 

,  3 

1 

11 

C 

062 

East  Mesa 

1 

3 

1 

1 

■  3 

1 

11 

C 

063 

High  Mesa 

1 

2 

0 

1 

3 

1 

9 

c 

064 

Spring  Creek  Mesa 

1 

3 

1 

1 

3 

1 

11 

c 

065 

Franklin  Mesa 

1 

2 

0 

1 

3-. 

1 

9 

c 

066 

Shavano  Valley 

1 

3 

1 

1 

0 

1 

8 

c 

067 

Dry  Creek  Canyon 

3 

3 

1 

2 

0 

2 

12 

B 
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District 


Montrose 


Date 


1/15/79 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


rvaluatorfs)  KVM,  MF,   PS 


Scenic  Quality   Rating   Unit      001-Upper  Uncompahgr^  River_ 

1  FramP  #     1-7.   9,   17  Time  of  Day 10^_00^^ 


Film:  Roll  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  #  1-7,  9,  17 

n 


Weather 


clear 


River  Valley 


General  Narrative:   The  Uncompahgre  River  valley  is  narrow,  generally  one-half 
to  one  mile  wide,  channeled  by  steep  side  slopes  visually  part  of  the  valley. 


The  river  is  obvious  from  a  number  of  view"^oints  and  although  narrow  and  fast 
it  supports  a  large  community  of  vegetation,  in  some_ places  very  thick  large 


Cottonwood -^TaMs:  The  valley  is  developed~in  agriculture  and  a  number  of 


ranches  share  the  area  with  many  vacation  oriented  cottages  and  campgrounds. 

rhese  modifications  do  not  detract  from  the  real  sense  of  place  one  feels 

when  movi-ng  through  the  valley.  Adjacent  scenery,  the  baiTJuan  fountains  and 

other  steep  slopes,  are  spectacular  and  bring  to  mind  similar  scenery  in 

Sqitzerland.  Ouray,  just  outside  of  this  unit  is  called  the  "Switzerland  of 

Colorado".  ~___ 


Ihe  rock  outcrops  consist  of  dark  reds,  middle  to  light  greys,  and  contrast 
with  the  fields  ot  light  grasses,  the  river,  tne  surrounding  pinyon  jumper. 


Ponderosa  Pine,  and  the  lighter  scrub  oak,  and  other  shrubs, 


This  valley  is  visually  exciting  and  a  pleasure  to  drive  through. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriale  Level) 


i     Landform 


Vegetalion 


Water 


High 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


-3 


Low 


0  , 


Rationale  or 
Explonation 

3-steep  side  slopes 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


4-mixed 


5-river 


0 


0 


4-rock,  water,   veg. 


'^-'^iirrniinriina   mtns, 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 

19-33 
12-18 
1  1  or  Le 

SQRU 

\/    - 

001 

Final  Rt 

Subtotal 


=  Total 


2A = 


A,   B,  or  L 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORf 


District 


Montrose 


Date 


1/15/79 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Fval.jator(s)  KVM,  MF,  PS 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  002-Miller  Mesa  &  South  Baldy 


Film:     Roll   # 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  #   8,  12-17 


Time  of  Day_ 


11:00  a.m. 


WPRther   partly  sunny 


Ridges  and  Narrow  Valleys 


General  Narrative:   This  unit  is  a  collection  of  ridges,  narrow  valleys,  a  few ^,._ 

lower  mountains  1 1.e.  South  bialdy  Mountain,  9b'^!J'),  several  areas  termed  

";riesds"  on  the  topographic  map,  and  a  number  of  creeks,  streams  and  intermittent 

bogs,  as  well  as  a  few  very   small  lakes  and  ponds.  Broken  and  varied  terrain 

would  aptly  describe  this  unit  —  yet  the  majority  is  ridges  and  narrow  valleys. 

Rating  this  unit  our  team  felt  it  was  not  an  "A"  area  --  but  using  the  rating  — 

system  it  could  not  be  anything  else.  The  slopes  are  steep  and  rugged;  pinyon — 

juniper,  some  aspen  and  scrub  oak  are. thickly  fores-ted;  water  Is  present  but 

does  not  dominate;  there  are  no  Intrusions;  color  varies  from  soil,  rockj 

plant  and  water;  and  the  surrounding  ban  Juan  mountains  are  adjacent  and 

spectacular. . — 

It  is  our  consensus  that  the  major  factor  is  "inflnenrp"  nf  the  Ptdlflrent 

scenery  that  really  makes  this  unit  an  "A"  land<;r.aDe.  It  is  easy  to  imriqine ^ 

future  development  for  second  home  use  just  for  this  scenery. Without  this 

strong  influence  these  "ridges  and  narrow  valleys"  would  be  much  more' common 

■  and  much  less  on  the  rating  scale. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


LZ 


Londform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Medium 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Low 


0 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explondtion 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A       19-33 
Class  B       12-18    ^ 
Class  C       I  I  or  Less 


■S-San   .liMn   Rpinnp 


1 


SQRU 

002 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


19 


Final  Rati 

A       V. 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORi 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     003-Pleasant  Valley 

Film:     Roll   #  1  Frame  ^  10,11,13,17,18,19 

9  3,4 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


1/15/79 


Fv.lii^torfs)    KM,  MF,  PS 


Time  of  Day 


11:30  a.m. 


Wpather    mostly  overcast 
River  Valley/Narrow  Valleys 


General  Narrative:   The  Pleasant  Valley  Rating  Unit  consists  of  a  flat  vallev 
1-2  miles  wide  located  m   a  rorKed  trough.  To  the  north  the  base  of  a  mesa 


slopes  up"~FFom  the  valley  floor.  To  the  south  irregular  ridnp';  anri  sr^ttpred 
hills  form  the  valley's  boundary.  At  its  upper  end  the  vallev  merges  with 


gentle  slopes  covered  with  aspen  and  mountain  shrubs.  To  the  east  the  vallev 
inerges  with  another  narrower  valley  just  to  the  north  of  the  town  of  Ridgeway. 


High  rugged  peaks  form  a  scenic  backdrop. 


A  perennial  stream  weaves  its  way  across  the  valley  floor.  Cottonwnnds  rlnster 

along  the  banks  at  various  intervals.  Croplands  dominate  the  vegetative 


composition  ot  the  valley  except  where  stands  of  willows  and  other  mesic  plants 
form  siiidll  Scattered  units.  ~ 


Color  contrasts  are  not  drastir  within  thi^  unit  althniinh  ^nttonwood  and 
willow  leaves  in  autumn  undoubtedly  enhancp  it-;  srenir  quality. 


A  few  ranches  and  farmhouses,  randomly  spaced  throughout  the  unit.  dM   tn 
Its  rustic  agricultural  atmosphere. — 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


High 


Medium 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


7  Cultural  Modification 


Low 


-3 


J_ 
0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1-littlp   relief 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


3-2  to  3  types 


0 


-4 


5-rugged  oeaks 
1-common . 


1-ranches,  homes 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 

19-33 
12-18 
1  I  or  Less 

SQRU 
\/    - 

003 

Fina    Rctir 
N''        - 

B 

Subtotal 


=  Total 


18 


^ 


TT^,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


Distnct 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    004-Spruce  Mountaiji_ 
Film:     Roll   #  ^  Frame  #      11»14 


6,7,8,9 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    1/15/79 


Fvaluator(s)   MP,  KVM,  PS 


Time  of  Day  11:30. a. 


Weather 


Mountains 


overcast 


This  unit  is  located  in  the  southwest  corner  of  the  planninc 
unit  west  of  the  community  of  Ridgeway.  It  consists  of  three  mnimt^in  pprV-^.,- 


General  Narrative: 


West  Baldy,  Spruce  Mountain,  and  Horsefly  PeaJT  All  of  these  appear  fn  have  smnntb- 
rounded  forms  when  viewed  at  a  distance.  The~"slopes  are  gent! v  and  rplativelv  rsm^i- 
dramatic  and  fall  an  average  of  500  to  700  fe^tV^  Horsefly  Peak  and  Spruce  Mountain. 
rise  above  Log  Hill  Mesa  to  the  northeast  and  are  the  visual  termim  for  this  mesa_^ 


Vegetation  i-s  sparse  and  patchy,  consisting  of  relatively  extensive  groves jt 
aspen  intermixed  between  pinyon  pine  and  juniper^  7=--....^ 


Scrub  oak  is  the  dominant 


Linderstory  which  is  isolated""pFimari  ly  around  other  vegetative  associations,  am 


vegetation  is  generally  found  in  the  lowpv-  ^^p;^^  nf  t.hp  unit,  while  the  tQPS 
are  covered  with  grasses  and  small  shrubs. 


Views  are  panoramic  throughout  this  unit.  Cimarron  Ridge,  Pleasant  Valley,  and  the 
spectacular  San  Juan  Mountains  are  all  nearby  and  add  significantly  to  the  scenic 
quality  ot  this  area.  Tree  from  major  cultural  intrusionsT^the  unit  appears  to  be 
q u i te  natural.  One  radio  tower  is  situated  on  Soruce  Mountain,  but  we  are  unable-.. 
at  this  time  to  determine- the  extent  of  this  facilitvdue  to  snow  and  inaccessible-, 
roads.         ~  — 


Score  (Circle  Appropriote  Level) 


Rationale  or 
Expldngtion 


\1 


Scenic  Quolity 
Ciossification 

Class  A      12^33 
Class  B       1 2-!  8^ 
Class  C       n  or  Le 


CuUura!  Modification 


SQRU 

004 


Final  R-c 


Subtotal 


=  Total. 


JA. 


"ATXotC 


.^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    005-Desert  Tank 
Film:     Roll  # 


1  Frame  #     11.   14,   15 

9 ^r^n 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    1/15/79 


Fvaluator(s)   KM.  MP,  PS 


Time  of  Day   12:30  p.m. 
Weather     o^^'^^st 


Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:  Gentle  undulations  across  a  slope  dipping  slightly  to  the 


northeast  form  this  unit.  Aspen,  scrub  oak  and  other  mountain  shrubs  cover 
these  smooth  hi  I  isides. — Periodically  the  continuous  shrub  canopy  is  broken 


small  patches  of  open  grassland.  Pinynns.  iiinipprs  and  fin  nrrflsinnal  Pnnrjprnsa- 
Pine  are  sprinkled  across  the  lower  limits  of  this  unit. . 


As  the  seasons  change,  an  impressive  display  of  color  occurs  with  the  shift 
from  dark-  green  accents  on  a  brown  and  white  field  in  winter  to  the  greens 
and  hrnwns  of  summer  to  the  brilliant  oranges,  reds  and  golds  of  fall. 


No  streams  or  bodies  of  water  arp  nhvimis  frnm  a  Hrivp  thrniinh  the  are?'. 


In  the  distance  high  rugged  peaks  jut  up  to  thp  northwest. — Ridges  and 

valleys  torm  the  adjacent  scenery  to  the  south  and  east. A  large  mesa 

dominates  the  northern  horizon.    '~~~__^ 


No  cultural  modifications  are  apparent  with  the  exception  of  the  highway  and 
a  turnout  for  motorists  along  the  road. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegetation 


High 


Medium 


Low 


Vv'ater 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Rationale  or 
Explonalion 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification        i 

Closs  A  19-33 

Closs  B  12-18 

Class  C  I  1  or  Les 

SQRU  Final  Rot 

005'  B 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


17 


/^ 


X~B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORIV^ 


District 


Montrose 


Date 


1/15/79 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Fvflluator(s)_      KVM,   MF,DS 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    006-Uncompahgre  Ri^er^Canyon 

Film:      Roll   I  ]  Frame  #  25,26,27  Time  of  Day 3:30.  p.m. 

Weather         overcas^___ 


Landscape  Character: 


1 


Canyon/River  Valley 


General  Narrative:   This  stretch  of  river  (canyon)  extends  10  milps  north-SQUth 
between  steep  rock  walls  on  the  west,  often  500' -600'  higher  than  the  canyon 

tinnr.  and  a  steep  but  broken  series  otliTTls  on  the  east,  aoain  often  500'- 

bUU'  above  the  road  leve 


Highway  bbU  parallels  the  river  as  does  tracks  from 


the  Denver-Rio  Grande  Railroad,  all  three  within  a  canyon  corridor  only  one-h^Lf — 

to  one  mile  wide  when  the  top  of  the  ridges  are  figured  in.  A  number  of  residences 

(usually  ranches)  are  spaced  out  though  red  rock  and  greystone  walls  are 

Tti'assive  -and  concentrate  views  or  immediate  or  nearby  areas  and  occasionajj^ . 


— -open  Into  panoramic  views  or  the  surrounding  San  Juan  Mountains.  These  are 


"postcard"  views,  spectacular  and  immense,  dwarfing  the  ranches.,  the  rock 
walls  and  the  river.     "ZZZZZZZZZZZ— _ — — ■ 


he  Uncompahgre  River  meanders  through  this  often  narrow  landscape  adding 
movement,  color,  vegetation  and  interest.  Though  not  a  unique  scene  in  this 


part  or  the  state,  it  is  never  the  less  encompassing  and  beautiful.  The 

g;(-.sr.rprpri  modirications  do  not  detract  rrom  the  view  and  often  add  scale  and 


"TOcuS  to  tms  diverse  panorama. 


Score  {Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegetation 


High 


Water 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


-3 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explonation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


'5-river 


4-rock,   veq.,   river 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 

!  I  or  Les 


0 


SQRU         Final 


Rat 


-■4 


005 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


21. 


A 


■AT~B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORP^ 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  007-Ba1dy  Peak 
Film:  Roll  #    1       Frame  H   7,  22,  24 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


1/15/79 


Pvaluatorfs) KM.  MP.  OS 


Time  of  Day  2:30  p.m. 


Weather 


overcast 


Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:   The  foothills  unit  rises  above  the  narrow  vallev  unit. 


"cuVli'ng'  around  it  in  a  nearly  complete  circle.  Beyond  the  foothills  is 
a  narrow  band  ot  riparian  habitat  tnat  separates  the  foothills  unit  from 


the  higher  mountains.  The  angular  outline  of  thesp  ad.iacent  mountains 


can  be  easily  seen  from  most  points  in  the  foothills  unit. From  the, 

higher  foothills,  Montrose  Valley  and  mountains  peaks  bevond  it  ran  hp  seen. 


Ihe  foothills  form  a  somewhat  jumbled  landscape  with  numerous  small  valleys 
in  hpr.wpen  them,  intermittent  streams  which  flow  through  the  valleys  form 


a  Jigsaw  patterned  drainage  system. 


"he  hillsides  are  covered  by  relatively  dense  stands  of  pinyon  and  .juniper. 


Ponderosa  pmes  are  scattered  throughout.  A  few  hillsides  lack  a  dense_ 
tree  canopy  but  instead  are  dominated  by  mountain  shrub  or  grass  communities, 
i'.f)rrLtiOn  .shrubs  are  Scrub  Uak,  tjiq  baqebrush,  Rabbitbrush  and  Wild  Rose. 


Cultural  modifications  are  few  and  consist  primarily  of  a  few  hidden 'ranch 
homes,  several  back  roads  and  a  ta I  I  deer  fence.  


Approximately  i^  mule  deer  (2  bucks)  were  spotted  during  our  tour  of  the  area. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegelation 


Water 


Color 


influence 


High 


Medium 


-3 


Low 


0 


Scarcity 


7     Cultural  Modification 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 

3-foothills 


0-intermittent 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Closs  A       19-33 
Class  B       12-18        | 
Class  C       II  or  Les: 


4-mountains,   valley 


1- common 


SQRU 

__Q01_ 


Final  Rot 


i: 


Subtotal 


_=  Total 


14 


'A7~&7orC 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  fORN 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    008-Cow  Creek 


Film:     Roll   # 


1 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  I      20.   21,   23 


10 


Date 


1/15/79 


Evaluator(s)         MF,   KVM,   DS 


Time  of  Day  1^30  p. 
Weather   "ve^^st 


Narrow  Valley,  River  Valley 


General  Narrative:   Cow  Creek  Valley  is  situated  between  a  series  of  rolling 


foothills  to  the  north  and  south  and  below  Cimarron  Ridoe. — QoM-Jlreek  nipanHpr^^ 

through  this  narrow  valley  which  is  bordered  by  moderately  sloping  si^ewalls — 

that  define  the  unit  boundary. _ 


The  vallev  floor  is  gently  rolling  to  flat  and  contrasts  to  the  sidewall_s 


A  dense  stand  of  cottonwoods  and  willows 


because  of  topography  and  vegetation.  .-  -_  _. — . 

follow  the  curvilinear  pattern  ot  the  water  "course  while  pinyon  and  .juniper 


are  priniarily  found  on  the  side  slopes  of  this  valley.  I'he  density  of  the" 


cottonwoods  appears  somewhat  unusual.  When  viewed  from  the  above  the  vallev  ^^ 

floor  the  contrast  between  the  sparse  evergreens  and  the  cottonwoods  is  striking. 


Wild  Rose,  sage  and  a  variety  of  miesophytic  plants  are  found  throughout  the 

valley  bottom.   Ihe  major  development  is  in  the  form  of  small  ranches  that 

have  many  separate  grazing  tracts  throughout  the  valley.  Views  are  isolated 
within  this  unit  except  for  a  focal  view  looking  upstream  to  the  spectacular. 
Cimarron  Ridge.  The  unit  has  not  been  disturbed  bv  the  ranches  and  appears 

natural.  The  color,  vegetation,  and  landform  contrasts  create  a  visually 

interesting  and  beautiful  landscape. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


V/ater 


Color 


High 


Medium 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


-3 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explonation 


4-diverse 


0 


4-seasonal 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A      19-33 
Class  B       12-18    ^ 
Class  C       M  or  Les: 


0 


-4 


SGRU 

008 


F;,:a|Rot 

x]^        - 
A 


Subtotal 


=   Total 


2£L 


T,   B,  or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR^^ 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  Q09-Log  Hill  Mesa 


Film:  Roll  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  #  28-30,  33,  34 


1.2.5.8 


1,  23 


Date           1/15/79 

Evaluator(s)          KVM,  MF, 

DS 

Time  of  Day       4:00.  P.M„ 

Weather   Overcast 

Mesa 

General  Narrative:  Log  Hill  Mesa  is  a  vast  area  containing  a  uniform  5-6°a  slope 
SW-NE,  containing  a  large  number  or  drainages  flowing  with  the  grade  A  series  of 


small  canyons,  creeks,  and  intermittent  streams  create  a  washboard-rolling  effect 

on  all  roads  passing  diagonally  to  this  pattern.  From  within  the  mesa  the 

landscape  appears  slowly  rolling,  and  due  to  the  thick  pinyon-juniper  forest 
views  of  the  mesa  are  obscured  while  views  of  the  vast  system  of  surrounding 


mountains  are  panoramic.  Vegetation  is  primarily  pinyon-juniper  with  occasional 
scrub  oak  and  ponderosa  pine  and  understory  species  Including  occasional  sage 
and  grassy  parks.  Ueer  were  spotted  grazing  along  the  drainages.  Many  areas 
of  tree  cover  were  chained  or  otherwise  cleared  for  grazing.  A  number  of 
scaiiered  ranches  occupy  tne  mesa.        ~~~ZIZIZI^^IZ_Z__IHZII - 


This  is  a  natural  but  common  area;  somewhat  dull  visually  except  for  adjacent 
scenery  of  the  San  Juan  Mountains. 


A  large  steel  towered  transmission  line  passes  through  the  mesa  and  up  and  across 
the  mountains  to  the  east  cutting  a  distinct  path,  however,  within  the  mesa  it 
does  not  dominate.     '  "^  ~!~__ZZZ_Zm 


3  elk  spotted  at  5:15  P.M.) 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

i 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

2-slowly  rolling 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

1-few  types 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

1-no   influence 

k 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

l-littl9   contrast 

r 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

3-Danoram1c 

o 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

i 

1 

Cultural  Modification 

2             0 

-4 

? 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Closs  C   II  or  Less 


SQRU 

009 


Final  Ratings 


1i 


Subtotal 


+ 


Total 


JLL 


^ 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM  " 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit      Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    OlO-Uncompahgre  River  Valley* 

Film:     Roll   #  1  Frame  #      31,32 

2  25,32 


3.12,13,17,18,20 


DatP             1/16/79 

• 

Fvaluator(s)         KVM,   MP,    DS       __ 

ey* 

Timp  of  Day        9:00  a. 

t^ 

Upather     overcast/snowing 

River  corridor 

Landscape  Character: 

*between  Montrose  &  Colona 

General  Narrative:   In  this  unit  the  Uncompahgre  River  flows  north  from  _Col.oria 

to  Montrose,  and  beyond  Montrose  4  miles  through  a  wide  flat  vallev.  Masi  Ji^-tiie_ 
land  along  the  river  is  given  over  to-aariniltiirp  pithp^-  for  nr^7lnq  ..or _for_iir',D^. 
production.  Homes,  ranch  buildings  and  stores  are  located  thrminhmit  the 


valley.  The  Denver  and  Rio  Grande  Western  Railroad  follows  paraTJpl  tn  the 
major  highway  which  bisects  this  unit  end  to  end.  (The  railroad  is  not  a — 
major  intrusion).  A  transmission  line  corsses  the  southern  portion  of.the__ 
vai  ley.  •     '~  ^ . — - 


Small  cattail  marches  are  present  at  intervals  along  thp  river's  windino- 


course.  Cottonwoods  grow  along  brief  stretches  of  the  riverhank  or  orcur 

as  windbreaks  separating  flat,  open  pastures.  Three  male  ringnerk  pheasants 
were  seen  eating  seed  in  a  pasture  with  cattle.  A  flock  of  eight  diir.ks  were 
observed  swimming  in  the  river  below  a  bridge. 


Trom  the  valley,  sloping  hillsides  rise  covered  with^open  stands  of  pinyon- 
Juhlper.  "High  mountains  can  be  seen  in  the  distance.  Deer  were  seen'  grazing 


In  the  valley  colors  are  relatively  muted  with  only  seasonal  contrasts. — The  , 

adjacent  scenery  is  the  major  source  for  visual  stimulation  and  color _ 


comparisons. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


1-flat 


3-agriculture 


3-not  prominent 
2-seasonal 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A      19;33 
Class  B       12-18  ^ 
Class  C       M  or  Las 


-4 


.jr2_ 


SQRU 

010 


Finol  Ro-i 


Subtotal 


_=  Total 


JJ- 


C  6 


TT^,  or  C" 


SCENiC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORi 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit         Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  011-Drv  Cedar  Creek  Hills 


Film:     Roll  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  #  33,35 


23,24 


4,6,7,9,14,15,16,19 
1 


Date   1/16/79 


Evaluate 

r(s). 

KVM, 

MF 

,   DS 

Time  of 

Day 

10:00 

a. 

some 

snc 

Weather_ 

Badlands 

Overcast  wi 

th 

General  Narrative: 


his  unit  appears  to  contain  a  loose  soil,  probably  well-drained  and  dry. 


from  the  sparse  vegetation  present  and  the  lack  of  trees.  Grass  appears 
dominant,  weedy  torbs  are  present,  and  it  would  appear  to  suit  snakes  and 
small  rodents.  I 


The  hills  themselves  are  irregular  to  a  large  deorep  in  hnth  s1/p  and  shape; 


some  hills  are  conical,  others  loaf  shaped,  still  nthpr<;  are  annular  and/nr 
sloping.  Elevations  range  from  6000'  to  7000'. 


Within  this  unit  a  large  irrigation  canal  has  been  constructed  generally 

north-south.  Several  drainage  areas,  including  "Dry  Cedar  Cre^" .  have  cut 


generally  northeast  to  southwest  channels  but  have  little  water  for  visual 
impact. 


"Views  of  adjacent  areas  are  goon,  me  area  is  natural  but  common. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriote  Level) 


Landform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Expianation 


0 


0 


0 


1-little 


0-1 ittle 


1-1 ittle  contrast 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A       19-33 
Closs  B       12-18 
Class  C       1  1  or  Les 
SQRU        Final  R61 
NK    .             Ni^    'i 
014 &—■ 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


10 


TT^,  or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


ih 


D-istrict 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     012-Storm  King 
Film:     Roll   #  1  Frame  #       33 


Landscape  Character: 


11.12. 14. 16 


Date    1/15/79 


Fvaluator(s)   MP,  KVH,  PS 


Time  of  Day   12:00  noon  _ 

Weather   overcast  and  snowing 
Mountains  


General  Narrative:  This  series  of  mountains  marks  the  eastern  boundary  of  this — 
planning  unit.  Cimarron  Ridge  and  Storm  Kino  mountain  arp  thp  mRinr  Irindfnrms  - 
within  this  unit.  Both  are  part  of  a  linear  ridge  extension  of  the  higher 
San  Juan  Mountains, 


vertica 


With  a  variety  of  slopes,  rounded,  steeply  sloping,  and 
"there  is  a  diversity  ot  landforms  within  this  area.  A  number__gf 


creeks  dram  the  area,  typical  ot  mountain  environments. 


Vegetation  consists  of  large  extensive  stands  of  asoens.  ponderosa  pine,  and 

fir  interspersed  between  open  grassy  fields.  Willows  and  some  cottonwoods  

are  common  to  lower  elevation  valley  tloors.  Depending  upon  observer  position, 


views  are  contained  in  the  valleys  and  panoramic  on  open  slopes  and  higher 
ridg&s. — Ihese  panoramic  views  are  ot  tne  mam  segment  of _Cimarron  Ridge  in 


the  San  Juan  rorest.  a  spectacular  vertical  broken  wal'l  of  rock,  and  of  the 
iiidJesLic  "dip  like"  San  Juan  Mountains  apove  the  town  ot  Ouray.  Few  modifi- 
cations  exist,  although  a  large  transmission  line  bisects  the  area  and  a  numb^n 
of  back  country  roads  run  throughout  the  unit. : 


The  area  appears  to  be  quite  natural  and  is  visually  interesting  due  to 
varieties  of  landforms,  vegetation,  textures  and  colors. . 
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CENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORR^ 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     013-Chaffee  Gulch 
Film:     Roll   #  ^  Frame  i         2,3,5 


Landscape  Character: 


11.14 


Date 


3/7/79 


Fvaluator(s)  MF,   PS 


Time   of  Day      lO^QQ.  a.m. 

Weather   sunny 

Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:   Situated  below  Storm  King  Mmint.piln  rinfi  rim?rrnn  Pirlnp, 


and  above  the  Uncompahgre  River  Basin,  this  unit  i^;  a  transitinnRrv  iRnrlfnrm 
between  the  two.  The  landform  is  diverse  consisting  of  uniform  isnlatpri  Inw 
mountains  and  umtorm  slopes  that  lead  up  to  the  higher  mountains  to  the  past, 


Some  Slopes  are  completely  covered  with  scrub  oak,  the  dominant  vegetative 


type,  while  the  steep  slopes  of  the  isolated  low  mountains  arp  rplatlyelv 
Darren.   Fhese  steep  slopes  appear  to  be  sedimentary  in  origin,  lacking 
'gtratitication,  they  consist  ot  a  mass  of  muds  and  sands,  similar  to  the.. 


Is  unit  (Uii)  to  the  north. 


As  mentioned  before,  vegetation  is  primary  pinvnn  pinp  with  a  srnih  nak 

understory.  These  stands  are  extensive  and  thirk  rrpatlnn  a  vlsiiallv  uniform 
and  uninterewting  environment. — 


A  number  ot  intermittent  streams  flowing  out  of  the  unit  are  not  a  focal 
point  and  aOQ  little  to  the  scenic  guality.  . 


Inlrusiuns  are  few  with  the  exception  or  one  major  transmission  line  which 


crosses  the  unit  in  the  northern  portion.  This  corridor  Is  relatlvplv  small 
when  compared  to  the  entire  rating  unit,  and  conseguently  has  little  effect 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


on  scenic  quality.  The  area  apepars  natural  hut  h?^^   fpw  0Mt<^t^nrl1nn  features. 


Landform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Medium 


-3 


T" 


7  Cultural  Modification  j  2 


Low 


0 


Rationole  or 
Explonation 


2-11ttle  diversity 


0 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A      19-33 

Class  B       12-18 

Class  C       i  1  or  Less 

~0     l2-San  Juans   &  Cimarron      SQRU        Fincj  Rati 

Rdge  nJ/ 

013_  _ 


1-intermittent  streams 


2-seasonal 


I      1 


-iGj  Rati 


1 


Subtotal 


_=  Total 


12 


A\ 


TT^.   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  F 


District 


Mo  n  trose 


Planning   Unit 


Cimarron 


Scenic   Quality   Rating   Unit  014-Beaton  Creek 
Film:      Roll   #  ^  Frame  #    33,34.35 


Landscape  Character: 


15 


Date               3/7/7Q 

Fvaluator(s)      MF,   DS 

«[^ 

limp  of  Day      10:00  a.m. 

VJpflther       sunny 

Narrow  Valley 

General  Narrative:    This  small  valley  is  an  pxt.pnsinn  nf  thp  llnrnmpphnrp 

River  Valley  to  the  west.   It  is  gently  rolling,  but  prprinminantl  v  flRt 

One  major  sedimentary  hill  is  situated  in  the  middle  of  this  small  vrjllpv. 

and  IS  the  dominant  focal  point  or  landform  of  interest  in  this  unintprpstino 


area. 


Vegetation  is  primarily  grasslands  although  sm^ll  dispprspd  stands  nf  ninvnn 

pine  and- scrub  oak  are  situated  outside  these  grazing  areas. Ih£_iMinr.  land, 

use  if  farming  and  grazTng.  Few  isolated  residenc.ps  are  situated  thrnuahQUt.. 
this  area  and  do  not  detract  from  this  unit.      . _ 


One  transmission  line  crosses  the  unit  and  hprnmps  a  fnral  point  when  viewpd 
throughout  the  area.  Although  fairly  common  and  natural  the  area  larks 


visual  interest  and  is  fiarly  dull  with  no  outstanding  fpatnrps. 


Beaten  Crgek  flows  out  of  the  hills  to  the  east  but  is  not  a  dominant^ fnral 
point.    '  '. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  iNVENTORY  FOW 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit    Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge __ 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   0l5-Coa1  Hijn____ 
Film:  Roll  #     4      Frame  #11.12.15,16,17 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


3/7/79 


Eva!  uator{  s  )__Jfj_DS_ 


Time  of  Day__ 


10:00  a.m. 


iif^Afhpr_    sunny,  snow  cover 
Coal  Hill  (rolling  hills) 


General  Narrative:   This  rating  unit  consist^^gentle  slopes  witymoot^ 


fl"?ghtly  rolling  topography.   Ihese  s  lop3rT#resent_an  intergradition  between 
the  upper  hills  and  mountains  and  thp  lower  knnlls  and  vallPYS. 


Vegetative  cover  consists  of  an  extensive  shrubby  overstnry  (Drimarilv  Scrub 
Oak)  which  increases  slightly  in  density  along  the  verv  shallow  drainaq£S.^_A. 
few  DJnvon  and  juniper  are  scattered  throughout. 


There  are  no  distinctive  landmarks  or  cultural  intrusions.*  Neither  is  there 

any  remarkable  geological  or  topographical  feature. If  there  is  any  water 

it  would  be  in  the  form  of  small  intermittent  streams  which  form  as  the 


snow  me  Its. 


Ad.iacent  scenery  consists  of  the  rugged  San  Juans  in  the  distance  and  the 


broad  valley  around  Montrose  below.  Views  are  panoramic  and  add  somewhat  tQ 
the  scenic  quality  of  this  area.  . 


Color  change  is  seasonal  and  the  extensiveness  of  the  scrub  oak  rapopy  siirelv 


adds  visual  variety  in  autumn. 


Small  influence  of  a  transmission  line  cr^zrssing  the  unit. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOra 


District 


'lontrose 


Planning  Unit  Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge ^ 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  Ol6-Bostw1ck  Park 
Film:  Roll  #    4 Frame  #   6,7,11 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


3/7/79 


Fvaluator(s)        DS,  MP 


Time  of  Day      ^0-15.  a. 


Weather  sunny,  snow  cover 
Park 


General  Narrative:  Bostwick  Park  is  a  flat  open  expanse  which  forni<;  a  transition 

zone  between  the  upper  mountain  slopes  covered  with  pinyon  juniper  and  the 

lower  rolling,  sparsely  vegetated  hills. . 


These  parks  lack  overstorv  vegetation  and  apoear  to  have  hpen  rl pared  nf 
natural  vegetation  either  for  grazing  or  for  cultivation. 


Fence  posts,  a  tew  telephone  poles  and  farmhouses  are  present  a1ong_witJL-a. 
paved  road,  dirt  roads  and  irrigation  ditches  which  criss-cross  theparks. 


There  are  some  peripheral  stands  of  pinvon-.iimippr  where  the  unopr  slnnes 


adjoin  the  park  and  along  the  outer  park  edge  where  the  land  drops  abruptly 

to  the  hills  below.  These  parks  are  somewhat  similar  in  form  tn  the  mesa  tops 
which  were  cleared  for  agricultural  purposes. 


Some  visual  interest  is  created  by  the  rugged  San  .lnans  in  the  distanre  and 
by  the  seasonal  change  in  color  as  snow  covered  land  is  plowed,  seederl  and 
the  crop  harvested  in -fall.  . . 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR^^ 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality   Rating   Unit  017-Cedar  Creek_ 
Film:     Roll   #  3  Frame  i         5 


Landscape  Character: 


11714 


Date 


3/7/79 


rvaluator(s)       MF,   DS 


Time  of  Day_ 


11:30  a. 


Weather   clear 
Narrow  Valley 


General  Narrative:    Cedar  Creek  winds  througH  a  narrow  vallpv  whirh  hpnins  b°1nA^ 
Cerro  Summit  and  which  opens  below  into  a  bro^H  vallev  p^st  nf  Mnntrnsp. 


South-facing  slopes  consist  of  the  toes  of  smaller  rolling  hills  whirh  sunport.. 
"open  stands  of  pinyon  and  juniper  with  minimal  understory.  The  vallev  bottom. 


supports  a  shrubby  growth  composed  of  willows,  greasewood  and  some  sagebrush. — 
I  he  Stream  is  narrow  and  deeply  incised  in  the  sandy  bottom.  The  north-facing. 
Slopes  (^ionsist  of  tme-texturea  soils  whicn  in  places  form  short,  crumbly 
ledges  ur  cliffs  2-3  feet  in  height,  vegetation  consists  of  a  low  scrubby 


cover  of  grasses,  forbs  and  minor  shrubs. 


Since  the  valley  is  narrow  and  relatively  deep  the  view  is  confined  and  onlv 
occasionally  are  the  hills  and  mountains  beyond  visible. ^ 


This  valley  otters  a  little  visual  interest  apart  from  some  seasonal  change 
in  color..  Visual  quality  is  reduced  further  by  the  presence  of  Highway  50 


which  runs  adjacent  to  the  stream  the  full  length  of  the  valley.  Steep  cuts 
"in  the  roadside  banks-  have  not  been  reclaimed  or  naturally  revegetated.  These 
appear  as  unattractive  scars  which  detract  from  the  viewing  pleasure. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Montrose 


Planning   Unit         Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge 
Scenic   Quality  Rating   Unit    02Q-Squaw  Creek 
Film:     Roll   #  ^  Frame  #       20^21__ 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


Jil/Zl. 


Evaluator(s)    MP.  PS 


Time  of  Day   11:00  a, 
Weather   sunny 


Harrow  Valley 


General  Narrative:    This  unit  is  located  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the 

Cimarron  and  Gunnison  Gorge  Planning  Unit.  Though  termed  a  narrow  valley. 

Rather  it  is  a  "V"  shaped  unit  defined 


I  he  sides  lopes  are  covered  with  a  variety  of  vegetative  species  consisting_ 

scrub  oak  and  scattered  pinyon  pine.   I  he  narrow  floor 


OT  some  evergreens,    ^ 

"contains  cottonwoods  and  some  willow^  which  follow  the  curvilinear  Squaw 
Creek,  an  intermittent  "stream.     ~~~ZZZ!Z__Z ^ 


Views  are  primarily  contained  witmn  the  unit,  although  in  some  sections 


dramatic  views  of  the  rocky  side  slope  of  Poverty  Mesa  are  present. 


Colors  are  intense  in  fall  with  many  yellows,  golds  and  greens  but  are 
seasonal  in  nature.  No  modifications  exist  other  than  Route  50.  As'a 
result  the  area  appears  natural  and  is  visually  interesting.    


It  lacks  a  definite  valley  floor. 

by  moderate  ot  steeply  sloping  sidewalls.  Curvilinear  in  nature,  it 

otters  a  variety  of  spatial  experiences  to  those  who  travel  Route  50  which .... 

bisects  the  unit  and  is  located  in  the  valley  bottom. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FCR^ 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit      Gunnison  Gorge/Escalante.Cimajron 

Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     O60-Uncompahg_re^i^^ 
Film:     Roll   #  2  Frame  #        21,   26_, . 


8,   9 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    3/10/79 


Evaluator(s)   OS,  MF 


Time  of  Day__iili2i£! 
Weather___i[l!!l___ 
River  Valley 


General  Narrative: 


This  end  of  the  Uncompahgre  River  Valley  differs  considerably 


from  that  described  for  unit  005.  UrbanizatioiL-Js  absent  nnd  thp  arp?^  h^^   a- 


more  agricultural  aspect.  Homesteads  and  isglatpd  rnmmprrlril  buildings  dn 
occur  but  are  interspersed  with  open  pasture  and  hayfields. 


Naiurai  vegetative  cover  is  not  extensive  except  along  portions  nf  the  river 

.  where  cottonwoods  and  other  riparian  vegetation  is  prevalent. Fields  and 

pastures  dominate  the  rest  of  the  vegetative  rnmponent. ^ 


Thp  Denver  &  Rio  Grande  Western  Railroad  and  State  Highway  50  bisect  th£- 


val ley. 


Distant  mmmtains.   mesas  and  hills  add  a  panoraml£-^^w  hut  only  mnderatply. 


enhance  the  visual    quality. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit  Cimarrdn/Esca1ante/Gunnison_Gora£ 
Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  061-Cal  ifornia  Mesa 
Film:   Roll  #    2  


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  #  6.7^,10,11>14 
ZT7"27 


31,  32 


Date   1/15/79 


Fvaluatorfs)          PG,   EB 

^^ 

Jimp  of  Dav     10:15  a.m. 
Weather    Overcast 
Plateau 

■-^- 

General  Narrative: 


This  SQRU  is  characterized  by  a  flat  to  gently  rolling 


mesa  whirhis  bounded  to  the  southwest  bv  Ciislimpin  Prppk  Mpsf^  and  hy  ^hp 


lJnconiDahqre~River  corridor.  High  Mesa,  and  th_e  Shavanp  Valley  t,n  thp  east. 
Tn  the  north  and  west,  the  mesa  extends  into  the  Esr.alante  Planning  Unit> 


The  overall  character  of  this  landsca2e.J^dnn  .  it  is  very  roFimnn  withm— 
the  region.  The  land  is  smooth  and  Targely  flat  and  though  some  toPQQr' 
"v;^r-iatinn  exists,  it  adds  little  to  the  unit's  scenic  Quality. 


■  he  land  has  been  put  to  agricult[rFaT~use7"and  thus  it  is  character! zed_b}^ 

■■■|;^rqp,  open  expanses  ot  pastureland,  cropland,  and  several  orchards. In 

iinm;^n;^nfiri  .ireds.  tne  natural  vegetation  consists  ot  willows  and  cottonwood; 


aluiiu  siiidH  drdlhageiS,  and  raboit  bru^TTTgrasses  and  scattered  deciduoustrees 
id  uUiBi  dieds: — rhe  compoi^ltlon  of  Lhe  vegetation  is  guite  diverse.   


The  area's  color  composition  is  rather  muted  though  autumn  colors  may  add  a 

bit  ot  variety.  Widely  sweeping  views  of  the  nearby  valleys,  mesas,  and 

mountains  lend  a  feeling  ot  openness  and  vastness  to  the  unit  and  add 

appreciably  to  the  visual  cnaracter  ot  the  unit. 


The  agricultural  land  uses  have  modified  the  unit  considprablv  but  not  in 


^ 


a  negative  fashion. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOI%, 


District  Mnnfrnc^P -^ 

Planning  Unit   Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge/ Esca1_ante_ 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     062-East  Mesa, 
Film:      Roll   #  2  Frame  #      22,24__ 


8 


Landscape  Character: 


_7JILI1 


Date 


1/15/79 


Evaluator{s)___EB^_Efi 


Time  of  Day__JiOO_2^ 


Weather____^X£I£^ 

Mesa 


General   Narrative:_ 


See  California  Mesa 


Rounded   op  p^^t.   hv  fnnt.hills   and   QH  W£ 


In^Ampphnro — River  corridor-< 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit      Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     063-High  Mesa 
Film:     Roll   #         2  Frame  i      18,19 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


1/15/7^ 


Evaluator(s)      PG,   EB 


Time  of  Day 1:15  p.m. 

Up^^t.her    overcast 
Mesa  _^__ 


General  Narrative:     High  Mesa  stands  at  an  approximate  elevation  of  5700 
feet  and  is  characterized  by  extensive,  flat  open  land.  At  its  wildest 
the  mesa  is  only  halt  a  mile  wide. 


point. 


No  water  is  present  along  the  mesa  top  and  the  vegetation  is  comprised  gf_ 


very  scattered  4U-foot  cottonwoods,  waist  high  rabbit  brush,  and  low  grasses, 

I  he  vegetative  cover  is  yery  sparse  and  the  majority  of  the  mesa   is     

cnaractenzed  oy  open  areas.  ~IIZZZZI__ZZ_ZZ ^ 


The  mesa  is  elevated  and  affords  extensive  views  of  the  surrounding  mssRS^ — 
valleys,   and  mountains.     The  ad.iacent  scenery  here  is  not  soectanilar,   hiit_ 
its  influence  gives  one  a  feeling  for  the  vastness  of  the  region  and  in  th1?' 


respect  adds   interest  to  what  is  otherwise  a  rather  common  landscape. 


Land  uses  along  the  mesa  are  agricultural    (orchards,   croplands,   grazing)   and — 
thus  many  structures  and  residences  are  present.     The   influence  on  the  scenery 

IS  not  overbearing  and  does  not  detract  trom  the  natural    strength  of ' the^ 

landscaoe. — Rather,   U  adds  a  pastoral    reeling  to  the  area. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriote  Levei) 


Londform 


Vegeli 


ation 


High 


Woler 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cull urol  Modification 


Medium 


-3 


Low 


0 


Rotionole  or 
Explandtion 

_l-flat  mesa 

?-11ttlp  divprsitv 


0 


0 


1 -muted 


Scenic  Guolily 
Clossificatioi! 

Class  A      19-33 
Class  B      122.18     ^ 
Closs  C       I!  or  Less 


SQRU 

063_ 


Final  Roll 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


./~.\ 


"AT"^,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOF^>M 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit    Cimarron 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  064-Spring  Creek  Mesa 
Film:   Roll  #      2     Frame  #17,  28-31,  33,34 


Landscape  Character: 


Date  1/15/79 


Fvalijator(s)   PG.  EB 


Time  of  Day  1:20  p.m. 
Upather    overcast 
Mesa 


General  Narrative:  Spring  Creek  Mesa  is  a  verv  broad  and  flat  mesa  which  is 
separated  from  California  Mesa  by  High  Mesa  and  Franklin  Mesa. — LLjLs 


dominated  by  agricultural  land  uses.  hruTt  orchards,  pastures,  croplands 
^nci   thP  rpsirienres  and  structures  associated  with  them  are  the  major 


teatures  or  tms  landscape. 


One  major  drainage,  Mexican  Gulch,  runs  north-south  across  the  mesa. — It_is_ 
deeply  entrenched  but  is  quite  short  in  length.  Clusters  of  cottonwoods, — 
wiMnw^  and  low  shrubs  hug  the  banks  of  this  gulch  and  those  of  the  other. 


small  drainages  in  the  umt.  ^ery   widespread  pinyons  and  junipers  dot  the 


area  and  aside  from  clumps  of  rabbit  Brush  and  sage,  little  other  vegetatiori^ 


is  present. 


As   is  true  of  the  other  mesas  in  the  area,   the  viewshed  is  vprv  extensive 
and  long  range  panoramic  views  of  the  surrounding  landscape  are  available. 


ihis    landscape  is  very  common  within  the  area  and  is  not  very  interesting 
Trom  a  scenic  siandpoint.  ~~II———^— ^ 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  L 

eve!) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

! 

Londfornn 

5 

3 

1 

1 

? 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

! 

3 

^ 

'Water 

5 

-3 

0 

1 

k 

Color 

5 

3 

! 

1 

s 

influence 

5 

3 

0 

n 
0 

6 

Scarcity 

G 

2 

! 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-ij 

1 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 

12:118 
1  !  or  Les 


SQRU        Final  Rot 

064  C 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


11 


X^B.   or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORft 


District  Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Film:     Roll  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Date  1/15/79 


Evaluatorfs)        EB,   PG 


Scenic  Quality   Rating   Unit     065-Frankl  in  Mesa ^ 

2  Frame  #        27  Time  of  Day  ^^-^O  a. 


Weather       overcast 
Mesa 


c 


uei 

et  a  1    iiai  lauivc.              __...j..           -, 

■■'■ 

• 

— 



- 

. ^ (-  ■                                                                                                           <»' 

. — 

" 

- 

Score  (Circle  Approprlote  Level) 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A       19-33 
Class  B       12-18 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

1 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

2 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

0 

A 

Color 

5             3 

1 

1 

Class  C       I  I  or  Le< 

5 

influence 

5             3 

0 

0 

SQRU        Fino    Rd' 

065               c  :■ 

6 

Scarcity 

6              2 

i 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2             0 

-h 

1 

Subtotal                +               + 

=  T^tol            9 

^ 

A,   B,  or  C       ■ 

SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORft 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit      066-Shavano  Valley 
Film:     Roll   #  2  Frame  #       15,35,36 


Landscape  Character: 


1 


Date  1/15/79 


Fvaluator(s) 

PG,   EB 

Time  of  Day 

1:40  p.m. 

Upather      overcast  - 

Narrow  Valley 

General   Narrative:      Shavano  Valley  Is  a  long,  linear  valley  which  runs  north 


south  through  the  planning  unit  and  doglegs  to  the  southeast  at   its  sniithern 


end. 


The  valley  is  bordered  by  Cushman  Creek  and  Sorinn  rrppk  Mpsas  to  the  west 

and  east  respectively,  and  it  grades  upward  into  California  Mesa  to  the  north.. 


Ihe  reddish  walls  of  the  mesas  are  very  steep  and  sharply  rising  and  they 
distinctly  define  the  borders  ot  the  valley.  Large  angular  boulders  are 
strewn  along  the  pase  of  the  mesa  walls.  .^ 


Agricultural  land  uses  dominate  the  valley  and  the  mainritv  of  the  land  is 
used  for  crop  production  and  grazing.  Pinyons  and  .junipers  form  a  sparse 


vegetative  cover  in  unmanaged  areas  and  are  commonly  found  in  association 


with  wild  grasses  and  brush.  Several  large  groves  of  50-75  foot  cottonwoods 
surround  the  residences  in  the  valley. 


The  steep  slopes  of  the  surrounding  mesas  screen  out  the  ad.iacent  scenery  . 
and  thus  the  valley  is  enclosed  and  visually  dominated  bv  the  agricultural 


uses  It  supports. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Leva!) 


Landform 


VegelQtion 


Water 


Color 


High 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


-3 


0 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Expianotion 


1-flat  valley 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A       19-33 


1 


1-muted 


0 


Class  B 
Class  C 

12-i8 
I  I  or  Les 

SQRU 

\/    - 

.   066 

Fin.3   Rat 

r 

Subtotal 


__=  Total 


'^^ 


A,  B,  or  c 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  VOm 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Cimarron 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     067-Dry  Creek  Canyon 


Film:     Roll  # 


Frame  #    3,4,9,12 


Landscape  Character; 


Date 


1-15-79 


Time  of  Day   9:50,  a. 
Wpather   overcast 
Canyon 


Fvaluator(s)   PG,  EB 


General  Narrative:  Dry  Creek  Canyon  ranges  in  width  from  less  than  ^  quarter 
of  a  mile  in  spots  to  as  much  as  a  half  a  mile  or  more.  Its  floor  1s  very 
flat  3nH  pvpn  and  is  bisected  by  Dry  Creek,  a  narrow,  slowly  flowing 


arainage  course. 


Thfe  canyon  rloor  is  bounded  ^y   vertical  walls  of  layered  sedimentary  rock 


which  rise  roughly  100  feet.  The  strata  are  hori/nntallv  oriented  ^nd  hf^ve 
eroded  into  rather  blocky  forms.  In  color,  the  rock  is  a  uniform  reddjsh- 


tan,  stained  black  in  places  by  weathering.  Broken  talus  slopes  loin  the 
"base  ot  the  clitts  with  the  flat  canyon  floor. 


Vegetation  is  limited  along  the  steep  exposed  outcrop  areas  but  along  the 
canyon  floor  dense  stands  of  cottonwoods  and  low  shrubs  are  present,  inter- 


mixed with  rabbit  brush  and  grasses. 


Ihe  canyon  walls  effectively  enclose  the  viewshed  and  the  scenic  influence 
of  adjacent  scenery  is  negligible.  " 


No  intrusions  were  noted  in  the  canyon. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegelotion 


Water 


Color 


High 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


-3 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explonotion 


3-steep  canyon 


l-not  prominent 


0 


-^ 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18  ^ 

Class  C  i  1  or  Le; 

SQRU  Final  Ro 

067  '  B 


Subtotal 


_=  Total 


12 


^" 


X,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENlORY  FOR^ 


CIMARRON 


I,      Name  or   Type  of   Cullural   /f\odificotion 


Transmission  Line  ill 


2.  Legal  Descriplion  ond/or  U.    T.   M.   Coordinates. 

3.  Unil  Resource  Analysis   III  Data: 


'   1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

• 

0 

1     0 

k 

5 

5 

5       6       7       8 

3 

0 

0 

r    M 

M 

L 

1,  Dislrlcf 

2.  Planning  Unit 
3.-  Scenic  Quollty 

.     Rating  Unit 
li.     Type    . 
5.     Number 


6.  Feature  Controst 

Score 

7.  Potential   for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potential   for 

Success 


FILM:    Roll    H 


Frame    ff 


33 
12 


Time   of   day     10:10    a  Weather        SnOWing 


Evaluator        MF,    KVM,    PS 


rtri 


land  and/or  wafer 

2  -     vegetation 

3  -     structure 

Feature  Contrast  Score 

(6)   L     -     Indicates  the  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not   attract  attention. 

M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate. 

H    -     Demond  attention,   will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehobllltatlon  Potential 
I7J 


M    -     modilicatlon 
E    -     elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

I§J    R    ^^     Fairly  certain  controct  can  be  satls- 

foctorlly  reduced  to  meet  low  controst. 
M    -      Difficult  to  accurately  evoluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 
L     -     Probability  is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

mode,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


k.      Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cullural  inodlflc 
OS  Is  reflected  In  Its  roting  In  key  factor  chart  (lllustrall 

A  major  (50QkV  or  larger)  transmission  line  on  60'  steel  towers  crosses 


ation  enhances  or  delrocts  from  scenic  quality 
on  '0.- 


the  yal'ley.  Vegetation  has  been  removeH 
line  corridor  creating  a  straight-edged 


from  beneath  the  transmission 
effect.  The  visual  impact" ot  ti- 


corridor  could  be  modified  bv  feathering  the  edges  of  the  clearing,. 

FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


CIMARRON 


I.      Name  or   Type  of   Cultural   //^odincolion 


Transmission  Line  §2 


2.     Legal  Descrlplion  and/or  U.   T.   M,   Coordinates. 


3,     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Data: 


■   1      1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

• 

0 

0 

9 

k        5 

5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

3     0 

0 

2    ■ 

M 

M 

L 

1. 

District 

6. 

Feature  Contrast 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.- 

Scenic  Quollly 

7. 

Potentlol  for 

.     Rating  Unit     , 

Rehabilitation 

i(. 

Type 

8. 

Potential  for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

FILM:    Roll    g.    2     .       Frame    S       8 

Time   of   day     1 :  15    p.  Weather  P^'^tly    Cl  OUdy 


Evaluator      PG,    EB 


w 


1  -     land  and/or  wafer 

2  -     vegelotlon 

3  -    structure 


Feoture  Contrast  Score  '  ' 

(6)  L    -     Indicates  the  contrast  con  be  seen, 
but  does  not   attroct  attention. 
M    -     The  controsf  begins  to,  do[nlnate, 
H    -     Demand  oltenllon,   will  not  be  overlooked, 

Rehabllltotlon  Potential 


vr 


E 


modlTication 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

15)    R    -     Fairly  certain  controcf  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M    -      Difficult  to  accurately  evoluate  success, 
but  chonces  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast, 
L     -     Proboblllty  Is  low  that  Q  chonge  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  llmiled  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


A.      Effect  on  Scenic  Quolity  (Describe  how  cultural  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quality 
as  Is  reflected  in  Its  rating  In  key  foctor  chart  (Illustration  '().— —  ....     ., — 

This  wooden  pole  H  frame  transmission  line  has  varying  degrees  of  dominance 


h4;;^Q0  MPon  viewer  position.     To  reduce  the  contrast  and  dominance,  _p1anting 

vegetation  around  the  towers  would  help   reduce  the   impact  "somewhat.      L)ue   to 

"the   height  of  the  towers   there  would   still    be  some   impact  although   it  would 

iw..  iitinQr. -»_-^ . >_„_.« ^ _.«.. ^ . 


lX !,_ 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFiCATION  INVENTORY 
•      AND  FEAT-'JRE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


CIMARRON 


1.     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural   MnriiHrnrmn  Substation   #3 


2.  Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordinates. 

3.  Unit  Resource  Analysis  111  Data; 


i 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

6 

4 

/»■      5  ■ 

5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0 

3- 

M 

M 

H 

1. 

District 

6. 

Fealure  Contrcsf 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.- 

Scenic  Quality 

7. 

Potential   for 

.     Rating  Unit     . 

Retiabllltatlon 

^> 

Type 

e. 

Potential   for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

FILM:   Roil   II 
Time  of   day 


2„ 


Frame   S     34 
Weatlier 


Evaluator  PG ,    EB 


tT 


land  and/or  water 

2  -     vegelotlon 

3  -     structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score 

TSTT    ^^^     Indicates  the  contrast  con  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  attention. 
M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate, 
H    -     Demand  otiention,   will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabllltotlon  Potential 
\7J     M    -     modilicotion 
E    -     elimination 

Potential  for  Success 

TgJ    H    -      Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M   -     Difficult  to  accurotely  evaluate  success, 
but  cliances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 
L     -     Probobllily  Is  low  that  a  clionge  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


4,      Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cultural  modification  enhances  or  detrocts  from  scenic  quality 

as  1$  reflected  In  Its  rating  in  key  factor  chart  (lllustrallon  ^).>  ■  .  ■ 

This  substation  dominates  on  a  site  specific  basis,  and  when  compared  to 


the  total  rating  unit  has  a  minor  impact  upon  scenic  quality.  Vegetative 
plantinc^s  would  help  screen  this- station  and  would  greatly  reduce  tne  "^ 
visual  impact  on  a  site  specific  basis. 


FIELD  FORIVl  FOR  IVIODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


CIMARRON 


I,      Name  or   Type  o/   Cultural  /Modification 


Radio  Towers  -  4 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordindles. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Data; 


.J? 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

1 

1 

V 

5 

5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0 

4    ■ 

L 

M 

L 

1. 

Dislrict 

6. 

Feature  Contrast 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.- 

Scenic  Quality 

7. 

Potential  for 

.     Rating  Unit     . 

Rehabilitation 

i). 

Type    . 

8. 

Potential   for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

FILM:    Roll   S       3         Frame  £ 9 

Time   of   day Weather 


Evaluator      MF .    KVM.    PS 


land  and/or  water 

2  -     vegetation 

3  -     structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score 

indicates  the  contrast  can  be  seen, 


M 
H 


but  does  not   attract  atjentloni 

The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate. 

Demond  ottentlon,  will  not  be  overlooked. 


Rehabliltotlon  Poientiol 
T7J     M    -     modification 
E    -     elimination 

Potential  for  Success 

1§)    Fr~^     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  conlrost. 
M    -      Difflcull  to  accurately  evoiuate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 
L     -     Probablllly  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  io  meet 
low  contrast. 


it,     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cultural  modlflcotion  enhoncGS  or  delrocis  from  scenic  quolUy 
as  is  reflected  In  Its  rating  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  ^t).. 

The  radio  towers  atop  this  mesa  are  not  dominant  within  the  rating  unit. 


They  do  have  different  degrees  of  dominance  dependTiig  upon  lighting^ 
conditions.   Probability  is  low  that  anything  will  be  done  to  reduce'  tll^' 


minor  visual  imnact  of  these  facilities. 


FIELD  FORiVl  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
•      AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE     ^ 


CIMARRON 


I,      Name  or   Type  of   Cultural   lAodiflcotion 


Water  Pipe  -   5 


2.  Legal  Description  ond/or  U.    T.   M.   Coordinates, 

3,  Unit   Resource  Analysis   ill  Datas 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

„ 

1 

5 

k       5 

5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0 

5    • 

H 

M 

L 

1. 

District 

6, 

Feature  Contrast 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.-. 

Scenic  Quolit/ 

7. 

Potential   for 

,     Rating  Unit     . 

Reiiabilitatlon 

k> 

Type 

8, 

Potential   for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

FILM:    Roll    S_      4  Frame    g_.     17 

Time  of   day     1  J  :  OQ    fi  Weather       S^nnY 


Evaluator    MF,  DS 


tT 


land  and/or  wafer 

2  -     vegetation 

3  -    structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score 

U)  L    - 


M 
H 


Indicates  tlie  contrast   can  be  seen, 

but  does  not  attroct  attention. 

The  controst  begins  to,  dominate. 

Demand  attention,   will  not  be  overlooked. 


Rehobllltalion  Potential 


vr 


IT 
E 


modificotion 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 


M  - 


Fairly  certain  controct  can  be  satls- 
foctorlly  reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  cliances  lool<  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 

Proboblllty  is  low  that  a  chonge  will  be 
made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


A.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cultural  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quality 

as  is  reflected  in  Its  rating  in  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  ^)..     ■ —  '  ' 

This  water  pipe  atop  Cerro  Summit  1s  a  dominant  focal  point  for  those  who  travej 


Route  50 


size 


Much  like  a  qateway  over  the  pass,  it  demands  attention  due  to  its 
diameter)  and  bright  silver  color.  This  intrusion  is  site  specific 


and  by  no  means  affects  the  scenic  quality  of  the  entire  rating  unit.  Palntlnql 
the  Pipe  would  help  to  reduce  the  sharp  color  contrast  to  the  landscane. 


FIELD  FORIVl  FOR  IVIODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


I  '  I 


Visual  Sensitivity  -  Ube  Volume 


TABLE  3 

USE  VOLUME  DATA  SUMMARY 
(Uncompahgre  Basin  Resource  Area) 


KEY  OBSERVATION  POINT LOCATION VOLUME 

U.S.  Hwy.  50                   —  High 

U.S.  Hwy.  550                  —  High 

State  Rte.  23                  --  Moderate 

State  Rte.  62                 —  High 

State. Rte.  65                  --  High 

State  Rte.  90                  —  Moderate 

State  Rte.  92                  —  High 

State  Rte.  347                 —  Moderate 

State  Rte.  348                 —  High 

Escalante  Creek  Rd,  U.S.  50  South  High 

Twentyfive  Mesa  Rd.  U.S.  50  West  Moderate 

Peach  Valley  Rd,  U.S.  50  South  Moderate 

Black  Canyon  Rd.  State  Rte.  92  West  '        Moderate 

Cimarron  Ditch  Rd.  U.S.  50  South  High 

Dave  Wood  Rd.  State  Rte.  90  South  High 

Broman  Canyon  Rd.  Colona  to  State  Rte.  92          Moderate 

Cow  Creek  Rd.  U.S.  550  East  to  National  Forest   High 
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Visual  Sensitivity  -  User  Attitudes 

Two  workshops  were  held  in  the  Uncompahgre  Resource  Area  to  assess  user 
attitudes  toward  visual  change.  The  first  was  held  in  Delta  on  March  22 
at  9:30  a.m.  in  the  County  Extension  Office  and  the  second  was  held  the 
following  day  at  9:30  a.m.  in  the  County  Court  House  Annex  in  Montrose. 
User  response  to  change  was  sought  for  the  Cimarron,  Escalante  and  Gunnison 
Gorge  Planning  Units  at  both  workshops. 

In  total,  27  rating  forms  were  submitted  of  which  26  were  considered  valid 
and  used  in  the  analysis.  Those  submitting  forms,  represented  the  following 
user  interests:  utility  (4),  mining  (2),  agriculture  (2),  conservation  (3), 
special  interest  group  or  self  (6),  agencies  (9)  --  of  which  6  were  from 
federal  agencies.  A  list  of  those  individuals  attending  and/or  participating 
in  the  workshop  is  listed  in  Table  5. 

The  Uncompahgre  Basin  RA  was  subdivided  into  25  rating  units.  At  the  follow- 
up  meeting  with  the  Area  Manager  and  members  of  his  staff  it  was  decided  that 
rating  unit  #2,  Broken  Pinyon-Juniper  should  be  subdivided  into  two  areas  for 
the  following  reasons.  First,  the  participant  responses  were  equally  divided 
between  moderate  and  high  ratings  and  secondly,  unit  #2  was  already  in  three 
separated  blocks  of  land.  Two  of  these  blocks  bordered  the  Black  Canyon  of 
the  Gunnison  National  Monument  which  would  likely  account  for  the  high  parti- 
cipant responses  while  the  other  was  nearly  identical  in  character  but  was 
several  miles  from  the  Monument.  The  areas  bordering  the  Monument  were 
designated  rating  units  #2a  and  given  a  rating  of  High  while  the  other  unit 
retained  the  unit  #2  and  was  given  a  rating  of  Moderate. 
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Of  the  26  final  rating  units  then,  7  were  rated  High,  14  were  rated  Moderate 
and  5  were  rated  Low  after  tabulation  and  analysis.  A  meeting  was  held  with 
Mr.  Don  Lofvedt  Area  Manager,  and  Mr.  John  Sturzer,  District  Landscape 
Architect  to  review  results  and  aid  in  the  data  analysis.  It  was  the 
feeling  of  Mr.  Lotvedt  that  the  participants  at  the  two  workshop  sessions 
represented  a  good  cross-section  of  the  user  public. 

High  ratings  were  given  to  the  following  rating  units:  #1  Aspen-Conifer 
Slopes,  #2a  Broken  Pinyon-Juniper  (bordering  the  National  Monument),  #10 
East  Gunnison  River  Canyon,  #11  West  Gunnison  River  Canyon,  #12  Black  Canyon 
(the  Gunnison  River  Canyon  north  and  south  of  the  Monument),  #15  Escalante 
and  Dominquez  Creeks,  and  #25  Sheep  Knob. 

Although  over  25  percent  of  the  rating  units  resulted  in  a  High  rating,  these 
units  account  for  only  about  10  percent  of  the  land  area  in  the  Resource  Area. 
The  landscape  character  of  these  units  range  widely  from  timber  covered  slopes 
in  the  high  country  bordering  the  Forest  Service,  to  the  lowland  arid,  red 
rock  canyons;  and  from  pinyon-juniper  upland  near  the  Black  Canyon  of  the 
Gunnison  to  winding  river  corridors  in  the  vall^s.  The  land  ranges  from 
dramatic  to  pastoral  but  the  common  characteristic  seems  to  be  their  relatively 
natural  setting  with  man's  influence  secondary  if  noticeable  at  all. 

Somewhat  over  50  percent  of  the  units  were  given  Moderate  ratings.  These  units 
however,  account  for  well  over  50  percent  of  the  actual  land  area.  Two  primary 
types  of  landscapes  characterize  the  Moderate  rating  units.  These  are  sloping 
pinyon-juniper  lands  and  pastoral/agrarian  landscapes.  The  largest  single 


unit  is  contained  in  rating  unit  #5,  sloping  pinyon-juniper,  which  accounts 
for  essentially  all  the  lands  to  the  west  of  Montrose  except  Escalante, 
Dominquez,  and  Roubideau  Creeks. 

The  Moderate  ratings  seem  appropriate  for  these  landscapes  which  could  be 
typified  as  general  natural  or  agrarian  but  not  dramatic.  Two  Moderate  units 
however,  seem  somewhat  out  of  context  with  this  characterization  being  more 
scenic  and  natural.  These  are  units  #20,  Cow  Creek,  and  #18,  Smith  Fork/ 
Red  Canyon. 

Low  ratings  were  given  to  about  20  percent  of  the  rating  units  which,  together, 
account  for  closer  to  30  percent  of  the  land  area.  Low  ratings  generally 
were  given  to  either  areas  which  are  intensively  formed  or  the  "adobes"  or 
badlands  in  rating  units  #8  and  9. 

Ratings  are  summarized  in  Table  4  and  a  complete  set  of  summary  analysis 
forms  are  located  at  the  end  of  this  section.  Following  the  summary  and 
analysis  forms  are  the  participant  narratives  regarding  issues  or  projects 
of  concern  to  them. 
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TABLE  4 

SUMMARY  RESULTS  OF  THE  UNCOMPAHGRE  BASIN  RESOURCE 
AREA  VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOPS 


1 

Desired 

Unit 

F- 

'nal 

Mgmt. 

LF-1 

LF-1 

No. 

Unit  Name     Rating 

Class 

a 

b 

LF-2 

LF/V-1 

LF/V-2 

V 

V/ST 

ST 

1 

Aspen-Conifer 
Slopes 

H 

H 

H 

H 

M 

H 

H/M 

H 

H/M 

M 

2 

Broken  Pinyon 
Juniper 

M 

H/M 

H/M 

H/M 

M 

M 

H/M 

H/M 

H/M 

M/L 

2a 

Broken  Pinyon 
Juniper 

H 

H/M 

H/M 

H/M 

M 

M 

H/M 

H/M 

H/M 

M/L 

3 

Rolling  Oak 
Pasture 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M/L 

M 

M 

L 

M/L 

! 

4 

Miller  Mesa 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M/L 

5 

Sloping  Pinyon 

Juniper 

M 

M 

H/M 

H/M 

f1 

M 

M 

H/M 

M 

L 

6 

Mixed  Agrarian 

L 

L 

M 

M 

L 

M/L 

M 

L 

M 

Lw 

7 

Parks 

M 

M 

H/M 

H/M 

M/L 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M/L 

8 

Badlands 

L 

M/L 

L 

L 

L 

M/L 

L 

L 

M/L 

L 

9 

Rolling  Hills 

L 

M 

M/L 

M/L 

L 

M/L 

M 

L 

M/L 

L 

10 

E.  Gunnison 
River  Canyon 

H 

H/M 

H 

H 

H 

M 

H/M 

H 

H/M 

M 

11 

W.  Gunnison 
River  Canyon 

H 

H 

H 

H/M 

H/M 

H/M 

H 

H 

H 

M» 

12 

Black  Canyon 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 

13 

Open  River  Valleys 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

L 

M 

L 

M 

L 

14 

Upper  Uncompahgre 
River 

M 

H/M 

H 

H 

M 

M 

M 

H/M 

H/M 

M/L 
L* 

15 

Escalante 

H 

H/M 

H 

M 

H 

H/M 

M 

M 

H/M 

Dominquez  Cr. 

16 

Tongue  Creek 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

L 

17 

Currant/Leroux 
Creek 

M 

M 

H/M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

L 

18 

Smith  Fork/ Red 

M 

H/M 

H/M 

M 

.  M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M/L 

Canyon 

19 

Onion/Maher 
Valleys 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M/L 

M/L 

f1 

M 

M/L 

20 

Cow  Creek 

M 

H/M 

H/M 

H/M 

M 

H/M 

M 

M 

H/M 

M/L 

21 

Pleasant  Valley 

M 

M 

H 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

L 

22 

Roubideau  Creek 

f1 

M 

H/M 

M 

M/L 

M 

M 

M 

M 

)-• 

23 

Orchards 

L 

M/L 

H/M 

M 

M 

L 

M 

M 

M 

L 

24 

Mixed  Agrarian 

L 

M/L 

M 

M 

M/L 

M/L 

■  M/L 

M/L 

M 

L 

25 

Sheep  Knob 

H 

H/M  ■ 

H 

H 

H/M 

H/fl 

H 

H 

H/M 

M 

•- 
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TABLE  5 

INDIVIDUALS  ATTENDING  AND/OR  PARTICIPATING  IN  THE  UNCOMPAHGRE 
BASIN  RESOURCE  AREA  VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOPS 


NAME 


Thomas  M.  Alvey 
Roger  M.  Blouch 
Joe  Dearing 
Edwina  Eastman 
Glen  France 
Lee  E.  Frost 
Glen  Fuhrman 
Donald  R.  Geddes 
Randy  Gerke 
J.  R.  Guadagno 
Cheri  Harnsen 
Robert  Haueisen 
John  W.  Hawkins 
H.  H.  Hayden 
Joseph  A.  Kastellic 
Jack  Kirtland 
J.  M,  Lance 
Richard  Lane 
Kenneth  W.  McClean 
Joseph  D.  McGraw 
Heather  McGregor 
L.  J.  Mangum 
Ed  Marah 
Lloyd  D.  Nelson 
Gretchen  Nicholoff 
Ken  Norris 
Roy  W.  Nutter 
John  Eo  O'Hahn 
Martin  A.  Rehm 
A.  E.  Seymore 
L.  D.  Short 
Sal ly  Swain 
Bill  Tembrock 
U.S.  Forest  Service 
U.S.  Forest  Service 
U.S.  Forest  Service 


REPRESENTING 

ATTENDED 

PARTICIPATED 

Fruitgrowers 

X 

X 

Club  20 

X 

X 

County  Planner 

X 

Quality  of  Life 

X 

X 

U.S.  Forest  Service 

X 

Delta/Montrose  Electric 

X 

X 

Delta  County 

X 

X 

Colorado  VJestmoreland  Inc. 

X 

X 

Wilderness  Challenge 

X 

X 

Self 

X 

X 

COSC 

X 

X 

Delta  Co.  Telephone  Co. 

X 

X 

Hotchkiss 

X 

Colorado  Westmoreland  Inc. 

X 

X 

National  Park  Service 

X 

X 

Montrose 

X 

State  Highways 

X 

X 

Cattlemen 

X 

Montrose  City  Council 

X 

X 

Rancher 

X 

X 

Montrose  Daily  Press/COSC 

X 

X 

County  Commissioner 

X 

Mayor  of  Cedaredge 

X 

Western  Area  Power  Admin. 

X 

X 

League  of  Women  Voters 

X 

X 

Montrose 

X 

X 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

X 

X 

Colorado-Ute  Elec.  Assn. 

X 

Colorado-Ute  Elec.  Assn. 

X 

X 

Cattlemen 

X 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

X 

X 

League  of  Women  Voters 

X 

X 



X 

X 

Grand  Junction  Districif 

X 

Ouray  District 
Paonia  District 

X 
X 
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PLANNING  UNIT  P&:^7<^]M 

YIV' 

./oim. 

Desired 
Rating  Units         Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  =frl 

P 

@ 

Scenic  Quality    ^ 

HP 

1^ 

Rating  Unit(s):   < 

Q 

Mp- 

6 

.ANDSC^ 
_0W 

LP 

R 

' 

Final  Rating:   Hl^H 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


.:  a 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1 


b 


LF-2 


4 


.LF/V-l 


LF/V-2 


V/ST 


ST 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-l 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  - 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform-'2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


Rating  Units 

Desired 
MgrnU  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #Z 

_UE5 
HIGH 

P 

z 

Scenic  Qual ity 

HP 

11 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 
>•    • 

a 

UJ  U) 

a-  r: 

Mp- 

9 

LANDSC/ 
LOW 

LP 

4 

R 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


f" 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


Final   Rating:    2^  M^^^^P^^^^  ;     2^  =*  Hl(^ 

RationaieiTPiA-^  umaI:  w^^  ^^;l|::^icvl^;b/;(.  iiotD  \Av\}X  2  kW^  uWI;  2^  \M^5C<k  \Ap7\A  -jjlg  vfeMTll  ^-^i/y^i- 


+tvi-\-vj  ^-'  -1-k;  l-^iM^s  ^/trrz:;uir\^A:iA^  -thg  iaA:t]'c>i/^7oC~iaac7iAMyy\^nt.    \/i^M-^l  ^^tr-^/rii^VT^iic^^^  ^r^ 


¥iVvu'1k^  iinn?v^gK:>u:^  b\A'>t  ^^^yi^rhVi:^/]  fe  Iaa^Ia^  ^:yi  H-toogi^  Itua^-^  wkxryJA  -^^fe  ^^vvO.  x^j9f|n  -fK'y 


mgiAA^m£?v^^,  TVk;  ^h:^^.  mndDTd^k^JWjT^  \mc\iCA\7AAK^.  rddcivw^  vvenf?  re^l/\/p^  nY\~^i^  p^^ 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


*'"     See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  fcnowing  generic  types; 


Landform-l 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform-2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeatops 

Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


k 


€ 


# 


'    U           J  ' 

Desired 
Rating  Units                       Mgmt.  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  -#3 

p 

1 

Scenic  Quality           3 

HP 

2 

Rating  Unit(s):        < 

LU  Id 

MP 

15 

23 

LP 

6 

R 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


m 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1** 

7^     b 


LF-2 


!^»»»Hfll'«li;>W* 


I*;:;:!;:;*;:; 


liiiliili 

iiifiliii 
iiii 


lir 


Final   Rating:      W:K^ff^<[^  ■ 

Rationale:  g^^aj  ^ -thg  ^Xfeyn0$  c:7f  |?rZ7|7^|piG  dMMcTp^  e.(K  \N^iv\kvvA.  ■\rmAr(3wJ.o^oY\  UvYz^^, 


mnA  Of\I  \A^^  'wkfdA  -aim  mc^  p-z^^bl^  jyr  "ttoit  71^^:?!^  zt/i/i  c^^/on^J^  rx^iA^  (^f .  m^erxti^ 


jaffltf?  given. 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  chanrie  within  each  category. 
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Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landfortn-l 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro?^d5 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform-'2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landforni/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeatops 

Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


« 


« 


t 


PLANNING  UNIT  t^ 

cju\\An.a\ 

/oim. 

Rating  Units 

1  ''J'"' '   J  1 

Desired 
Mgmt.  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:1t=4 

-UES 
HIGH 

P 

2 

Scenic  Qua! ity 

HP 

6 

Rating  Unit(s): 

^PE  VAl 
MED. 

MP 

13 

LANDSCy 
LOW 

LP 

5 

R 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


'■■'^liWiiiiiiiliiiltiililiililirili 


iiililliiliiii 


Final  Rating: 
Rationale:  A 


i^N\A   rg^psk^^g  jp  cMMwp.. 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


P 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  chuncje  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro?ids 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeaters 
Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Landform-Z 

Dams/water  Impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


• 


%. 


Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  ^'3 

-UES 
HIGH 

P 

2 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

4 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 

Q 
Ul  LiJ 

MP 

13 

LANDSCi 
LOW 

LP 

6 

R 

* 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-2 


.LF/V'-l. 


!r''.'!''.T'.'''?'y!'.'.'.'.V '■'.'■'■ '■'*.'!''■' 


tTl-rt'l'.  I'l  IT I'.'T  riTITI'l  I.IT 


^^ Ilw     ^^^ 


''"""'''""" ''''''''Miiiiliiiiiii 


mmm 


li 


I 


mmmmmm 

mimmMmiitm' 


LF/V-2 


?^!!M! 


■iiilillillrf 


Hi'iWtMifiliiii'MWiWWttnfiteMii 


«iiiiMAiftviiVi>iBiitli>i^ 


Final   Rating:     M^PEJ^JE  , 

Rationale:  A  /yoj  corr^hO^^oA  axi^^  \^^K>N^\A  \Mr\\oi]^/v^  ra$pkV59=$  frr-jte  ^e^ire^  lc?\y^ 


/9f  vi'gi/iTa  pi^l^rtib/1  KMzL  irg5p?iA-^  -fe?  cM-aaa^. 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


IM 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  i  ocific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 
Pi  pel ines 
Railroads 


Landform-2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


# 


c 


Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  11=^ 

.UES 

HIGH 

P 

2 

u 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

1 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 

>•    • 
o 

Ul  UJ 

MP 

9 

LANDSC^ 
1            LOW 

LP 

13 

R 

■ 

Final  Rating:   VJP^ 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1** 


Rationale;  Ting  laA//ma;brxfe  \ordm\AY\e  r^v\/?p  f^r-M^  W]Mt  MMGr^^  rG^JAJt^A.  jz?  lew  <iue 


'pi'mTirO/^  ■\d ~\^f^~m'(3\dc^rKkXov\  b\/)  Ar^^  0\i\CG  -gt^ff  -tW?c^   H  4  M  rKkAvwrp  -pr  mXKUiA^  v\^grts  Ax\e: 


Fl(W)'igt-xWiiAy-^"vvb^        /c^pyifUd^^  M:v>A9giA  i^ryvi^r^  iv\  iJAg  ?irf?;?i  :jr/\/i(^  (?i^tet6^  mXmiA/^  ml?7ro-^hg 


"Ev)  ^•grg^:?ir^(A^~'Tfe  l:iCYvX  WYxU^Jcu^ioA  c73d^<^Y\/^  -jJA^  iis^^  Kmn^  <^\rm.a^kA  p^t'iAl;  -[^  ^.  U>W 


j^s 


lQ^il4i£ii2U. 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


1 

■ 

Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repec\tors 
Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Landform-'Z 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


<k 


Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:1t=7 

-UES 
HIGH 

P 

5 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

3. 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 

>•    • 
a 

UJ  UJ 
Cu  21 

Mp- 

13 

LAN  DSD 
1            LOW 

LP 

4 

R 

Final  Rating:  M:2P^}^/<^ 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


.LF/V-l 


_z_ 


iiiiliiililliii^ 


illiilliiillliiiil 


ii'i 


¥l!'i!^'?P'''?!''r!TJ!'''.'!^'r-!^i 

iiiiiilliiiii 


!! 
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!4!i'iii|.''jffiii!S 


11® 


li 


LF/V-2 


V/ST 


^O 


■yXy:-, 


t'»ff?^www'wwH'r'n^w«i 


ST 


I  ii'fii'i-nr.T" 


MiiiMMMiM  "^^^^^^^^M 


(C-i-X-^w/    \'.-\ 


ill  iii  i!  I 


iiiiiifiiiijiiillii^ 


tM;iteAih'W8i^'ttifeiMtf^yM^%iiW^r''tf^ 


■y/.^/A 


Z''Py/'yy^'//yyyyyw'yyy/yy/y  \ 
f'yyyZjVMmyyZy'^%/''-  i 


M 


m^^^m^-^ 


Rationale;  A  (Ppcd  corx^kifkiovx  eyxA^  \^c^oi^j€Gm  roe'^ane^o^  -^-Wy-.  de^ireA,  [^Mck  c^  yj^suid. 


paATyr)cio\r\  mrvA  YO^pov^^^  '{o  C^1W\^. 


*       L I   =       High  Ratings;  iili    =       Moderate  Ratings;  iillM     =       Low  Ratings 

**     See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual   change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro?ids 
Pipel ines 
Railroads 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref  1  ectors/Repecitors 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Landform-2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  {grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


• 


Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  ^8 

-UES 
HIGH 

P 

5 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

5 

Rating  Unit(s): 

\PE  VAl 
MED. 

MP 

3 

LAN  DSC/ 
LOW 

LP 

11 

R 

• 

Final  Rating:  \U7W 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
.  SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1 
21 


•* 


LF-2 


liiiiil 

iiiiiiiiiillli 


LF/V-l. 


i  iiiii  ill 


mm 


LF/V-2 


V/ST 


ST 


Rationale:  the  co^\-^\mr\rAA  '(?p  thg  Ioa/  rxU'iA^  -\V\rmA/7Jno[Kt  -fe  bw\(i^c^ps  wv)dxfiC2d:i:v]  c^^- 


apxioS'  vm^  '&^J2^'^  "pr  r^^^\v\Yw\  rttig  wvx\ffr^j^/\P^  rM\A^^  -pr -laired.  W\MY2i^ym^^^]M 


CAv^js>.   ^^  "vASjIi\^i^ii5   \r\McdO^Je<k .lA  K^'^h  pmi^gi±\'g|/i  irnk^.  yfoaSArxofMoyx  wawa^^cymnsv^  dp- 


*       □   =    ^High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


See  Reverse  side  for  speci'^ic  typec  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


# 


m 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  fonowing  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations    . 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^^ds 
Pipel ines 
Railroads 


Landform-^Z 

Dams/water  impoundrnents 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

^..■■.^Wi  ■■■.i|»—.riiii^«g-^.»..w.w iw.Mi  11'  m% 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repecitors 
Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


# 


Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop.  Rating 
Unit:  11^9 

.UES 
HIGH 

P 

1 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

2 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 

Q 
UJ  Ld 

MP 

15 

LANDSC^ 
j     LOW 

LP 

3 

R 

•■ 

Final   Rating:       IjCW 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


Rationale:  ^^med.  ov\AYe.  Vx^^  kHA^Twbc^p.  (^p H-k^  im^^    |3Lm  hnsTK  ^vy^  rep^g^g(^v^^xb-\Af^ 


-rXt  -Wx^^Tj  -ih^  laAMr^iAvg  vv?i^  itig  \xyB\'  d^av7y^k}:cv\  ^'iing  kw/m^fc^rr^  rpspcv^-ggg  (7p  pirf-i- 


j^ipaiA^fe.. 


□  = 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfm 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 
Pipe! ines 
Railroads 


Landform-2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeators 
Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


i 


• 


• 


# 


Desired 
Rating  Units         Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  1l--Vg,. 

p 

<& 

Scem^c  Quality    3 

HP 

6 

Rating  Unit{s):   < 

a 

UJ  LU 

ci-  x: 

<i'  ■ 

Mp- 

12 

0 

Q 

2:  :3: 

<  0 

1  .  1 

LP 

R 

* 

Final   Rating:       Hl<^H 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


Rationale;  A  (/jxrA  ConekKhcm  OKJ'^^  ^J^^ncta^  de^rr/L  vfeu-^/  )p^BrXX(y/\  -^/wA  Y^?7\rk)^CAn  -b  drmm^.^ 


'^W\  w^<;  maimiK^  jd  H^^KT'Yv^  \im^  r&Bo[\ted.  io  \AL7jh  o\j&nFXL  \m'^A.  r^r\  itv^  -j^e^/iAgf;  d\;  iiiG 


"^ItorguTpr: 


^  •tpj-yu^ 


■7irgA> 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  Sec  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-l 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/ Vegetation-] 

Ro?id5 
Pipelines 
•Railroads 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repe^tors 
Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Landform~2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT  teo.  U  m\.(/  ., 

/cim,. 

'J          J  ' 

Desired 
Rating  Units                       Mgmt  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit;  11=11 

p 

4 

ScenicH]uality          ^ 

HP 

9 

Rating  Unit(s):       < 

Q 
UJ  LU 

D-  x: 

<t;  - 

MP 

e 

o 
Z  3: 

33 

LP 

R 

* 

Final  Rating:   H1(^H 


Rationaie:_Aig:^  ^rrgtoii^  i^f^5  bg^^^v^  "^0^  hx^h  1^/rA.  (tF  pT^"^ct^'(?n  r;il(^i'rg^  wv^  -ih? 


hx^h  ^ii^^c^  ig/VCfci'cy\  jp  cMMMp  cMC/n^ 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


*■''  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


J 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro?,d5 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform-2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 ■ 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref  1  ectops/Repeeitors 

Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


w 


• 


PLANNING  UNIT  6^ 

.l(Ah\ 

^jAJOcm.. 

Rating  Units 

Desired 

■    Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  11=12. 

-UES 
HIGH 

p 

13 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

7 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 
>•  • 

UJ  LU 

Q-  ar 

Mp- 

& 

LANDSC^ 
1     LOW 

LP 

■ 

R 

* 

Final  Rating:   H1(^H 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1 


** 


■iH 


''''''''^mmimli^tiM' ' 


LF-2 


& 


ifiSiiilii 
liiiiiiliiiili 

ijilllljlllll 

liiiiili'iiii: 


III 

iiiiiiii 


:^iiMiiiiiiuiiMif:m^^ 


l^iMtm 


Rationale:  A  g^?^  canrhdd(V^  (?xi^k  bc^Ne&n  -JVe  l^U  (fei-y??fi  bu-1  ^Tp pt?bd3aa  :^/yiAiiie 


hx^  ^i:;i\/<9r^?  rc;?ed:A>Tyi  'b  cHox^y; 


□  =   High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


i 


'J' 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro?^d5 
Pipel ines 
Railroads 


Landform--2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref  1  ecto^s/RepeE^to^s 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


% 


PLANNING  UN  I T  ^deC  -/(^^ .  A I  <^\VV\ 

Rating  Units 


Workshop  Rating 
Un1t:ih3 


Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s): 


cO  ' — • 


a.  31: 

<  — 

00 

Q 

<  o 


Desired 
Mgmt  Class 


HP 


MP 


LP 


5 


JZ 


5l 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
■   SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


«mm-^ 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


\mw 


'^mmWwM^M  mm  m  wMm 

iiliM 


}i^f^M^^iiiMiiiM21i^,d^J. 


Final   Rating:     JVl^2Eg^Ef^_      .       ■ 

Rationale:  A  /TpcA  ccxrehKiJid/\  ^I'-r^fe  \;^:hN€e^  -Vm  we4^  t^wcdgyitte  rxti'io^  -fer  ^i;^irt;^/^ 


]mdujt-P^^i^do:^IiK/v\A  r^^^^on  -\o.  \Mvk^ai\'^.  modj^c^d^. 


□  = 


High  Ratings;      1111  =   Moderate  Ratings;      BJIi  =   Low  Ratings 
**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landforin/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform-'2 

Dans/water  impoundments 

Landform/ Vegetation -2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repe^tors 
Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


c 


Desired 
Rating  Units                       Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unif.^l^H 

P 

5 

Upper  W^com^V^r^ 
Scenic  Quality           =^ 

HP 

9 

Rating  Unit(s):        < 

UJ  LjJ 

Mp- 

13 

.ANDSC^ 
.OW 

LP 

1 

R 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


-i  a 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-2 
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mmmmm 
all  I 


i!  !  ilji 


.'■''tlvSl'h™; 


.LF/V-1 


iii^iiiii^^^^^^^^'™™^ 


lii 


i!i 

I       i 


iill 


ill 


m 


Final  Rating:     N^P^^JE  .      ■ 

Rationale:  ^^n/7p -^Y  dfy^^^JYY'A.  \u\iel  0^  pYdPyfiliOV\  ■mrc€>\AxX)  bsf:JiNoe/]A  Iaa'^Ia  -^aaA  w\nArjr^-f>. 


f^'iOzivw^  -pY  r€r3U-Xxn\n  ^0  dniKArvTp  ^ine  ir^Usn  ^^;p\^  biAt  ievyl  o\/0nfdL.  morr^  irw^r^  ^  mryhpyrK)^. 


Te>vet.  Th^^  W7V^  ro^JA/^efd.  •\d  wv\  ajenOk.  rxJb'iA/^  <7{-'  mnde/nKt/=>.  b/)  -the  Al-e^  W\-^jvm^A'  ^^A  \rJi^ 


^^Ff  b^i^gid  an^^^^r  \^j\D\N\edjrp  n\ ^S^.  ihvs^. 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


■A-ft- 


Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  cateriory. 


J_.  L 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro?id5 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform--2 

Dams/water  impoundfnents 

Landforin/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeatops 
Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


• 


PLANNING  UNIT  fe::: 

•l(7uv\.(7\./C\m. 

Rating  Units 

Desired 

Mgmt  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unitill'-lb 

_UES    ' 
HIGH 

P 

€> 

Scenic  Qual ity 

HP 

5 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 

>    • 

Q 
LU  UJ 

Mp- 

11 

LANDSC/ 
I            LOW 

LP 

3 

R 

Final  Rating:   Hl(^H 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


Rationale:  ^^ys^  -^vr  \?o\h  -fjig  \€NCk  ^  pTA^rTAO^n  '3U\aA  iT-^^^/txcm  -\v  cMi^uvwp  -mYr.  ^plAl-. 


■  *;   ■■ TTTTcr r-rr— r-T — i — 3 n — rf^    t  ■  „    r—j -□ r—r-. 1 1 iC>  ^n   ^ 


Aig-^  ^l^/Wk^jT^oT^mO^  \rji-e  ^iziff  t^^eA  o\r\  -V^^eir  \^^/\o\N\ed/7p  of  Une  ikaf:fa.' 


□  f^*^*^^^  lUMWDf 

High  Ratings;  |pf^   =      Moderate  Ratings;  liilM     =       Low  Ratings 

*'^    Siie  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual   change  within  each  category. 


Ci 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  foncwing  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landforni--2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeators 
Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


k. 


C- 


c 


PLANNING  UNIT  fe: 

J(A{AY\.(7\JCim, 

Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  11^16 

\PE  VALUES 
HED.        HIGH 

P 

Scenic  Qual ity 

HP 

3 

Rating  Unit(s): 

MP 

14 

LANDSC^ 
LOW 

LP 

7 

R 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


.LF/V-1. 


LF/V-2 


i'inal   Rating:      UCK^^^^<\^  .       • 

Rationale:  A  (^pcA  corr^k^\cu\  OK^\^  tetwagvi  -j-h?  mxfen^cte  naiio/Tj  ^i\f^v\  -j^r  ite  ^ir^\Yt-4. 


hv^  a^  pru\'ed^\A  tkj^aA  -fi^  wvp^jnrtjr.  -mdxtor^^^  )n-'-:3u±ioi^  ip  cM^jwrp: 


□  = 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Hiii 


Low  Ratings 


**    See  Rever*^-    side   fo     -specific  types  of  visual  chanrja  within  each  category. 


J 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/ Vegetation-] 

Ro?id5 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform-Z 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repe^tors 
Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


(■'■';:i'''' ■•'■  ■: 
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m 


PLANNING  UNIT  ^:::y^n.f:^./c^'m. 

Rating  Units 


Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  =11=17 

Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s): 


to 


Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 
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>  • 

Q 

cu  x: 

CO 

tn 

-^  -^ 

<  O 


HP 


MP 


LP 
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i^: 
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^ 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-2 


wfy;rm0Hf\¥_*lhvjinit  w «.  17. 


'?^>^i'' 


.«ii'^:!!l-::|j|f;l 
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i![iiiilk, 


l|:!|'i|i:liii^''l?!5ii:i|'iiil: 


iiiiii^iiifiiiiiiifiriiiii'iiiiiiitiffffiiir^^^ 


Final   Rating:    Jv4^2E^^fE_      • 

Rationale:  ^fiA^-JTT i"hg' ^feffgd  l<?vfA  of  pr^fe^'CYi  zimA  r^^M^'cY\  j^  rJrwwvTp  cwr^W:r. 


*   □  =   High  Ratings; 

*~   See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  chanc]2  within  each  category. 


111  =   Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landf6rin"2 

Dafns/water  impoundfnents 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref  1  ectors/Repe^tors 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


1 


• 


PLANNING  UNIT  ^^C./(^\AY\:(A  /Om. 


Rating  Units 


Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  ih8 

Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s): 


CD 


Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 


< 
>•  • 

Q 
UJ  UJ 

Q.  2: 

<  — 
m 

Q 
<  O 


HP 


MP' 


LP 


3 


3 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


Final  Rating:  W<7U^^.j^{^  .   • 

Rationale:  j^rta'iA/^^  -jh^ d^ysir^A  l^vcl  of  p77ttf^ti'(9Ki  3^^  ^aoN^er^kKt  '==^  \?^JN03V\  modm^O:^ 


.^fco^ 


't^aaJ.  \/\^\^  bvAt  j-hs  ^::v3r7CJlA  r^vwj  <?P  m^^i^l-p.  i-^^suAt^A  ii-2w\  -fh?  ^r<7v\i^1^  <^.£ling  kw^g^^^i^ 


riKkin^  'tgr  i/tiF^£ib^u^^Ui2ka  "to.^^^towp. 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for-  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  catenory„ 


J 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


landform-'2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  oldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT  "^cJfTym./AjCm^ 

Desired 
Rating  Units                       Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Ratitiq 
Unit:  11=19 

P 

1 

Scenic-^Quality           3 

HP 

5 

Rating  Unit(s):        < 

Q 

LU  UJ 

0,  ar 

MP 

H 

.AN  DSD 
_0W 

LP 

7 

R 

* 

Final  Rating;  ^AaV^^^^"^  •   • 

Rationale:  mq^biTcte  rKA:i/v,^  -frr  c^b^Vc^A  b\A-X  of  py^^terti'cpn  corx^k^G  we-Xk  wfija  -f-he  (T^ri/rAA. 


i^md^rs^  ."Sic^r^^  YUA<Xic>in  -p  cteA^ 


'^s^ 


□  = 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


I   ■   I: 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  foUowtng  generic  types: 


^•' 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfm 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/ Vegetation-] 

Roftds 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


landf6rm-2 

Dams/water  impoundrnents 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


% 


• 


*- ~ — V  \j  ■'  -^j-/ — ■-'^ 

Desired 
Rating  Units                       Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 

P 

2 

Scenic  Quality           §^ 

HP 

9 

Rating  Unit(s):        < 

Q 
UJ  LU 

CL  r: 

Mp- 

12 

-OW 

LP 

1 

R 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


Final  Rating:  Jv^PSJSi^lJE--   ■   ' 

Rationale:  ^\\  -ife  ^jogirgfi'  ^N^K  c^  \)whrXxo\n  m/\A.  f^^^^Ociov^  -fp  ckswvTp  ro^yo^/Y5S^  mm  -gpUt 


xtvN^g^n  m^^rxte  ijwi/L  JAAi^h  biAi;  i^''(^ye?  r^g-^u^.  -fe)  mcd^vxfcp.  /^A>K^v7tiA.  b^^-JJAe  Atbtl  m^JWiTig^r 


'■^aaA  Vw^  i^A-tt  bd^i^.  gg  'fVig\r  |otAaA/lgd^  c^|-'  th-.  ?ir??7i.. 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  Sec  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


# 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-l 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-l 

Ro?id5 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform-2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref  1  ectora/Repeeitors 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs, 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


4, 


k 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
■  SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  ^t=  21 

.UES 

HIGH 



P 

1 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

6 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 
>•  • 

Q 
UJ  UJ 

.-T-  

MP- 

11 

LANDSC^ 
1            LOW 

LP 

4 

R 

PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-2 


>«'ji;:::S:::::x: 
;i-:v:-:ft<Wi'H':-;v:-/;-: 

lipill 

iliiiiii 

llii 


Final   Rating:      WTQ^f-^^  ' 

Rationale:  Agp^d  COVCfh^Cm  ^><l'^h^  betw^l/^  -jJAS  r^bgl^g^  lo\/el  Op  pmJBdabl/l   IKTaL  W^r   Y^7U^OV\ 


3Z>  ommofL 


r~l   =       High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


I  1 1 


# 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  fonowing  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/ Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 
Pipel ines 
Railroads 


Landfdrm-Z 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


<t. 


Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt.  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  i{=22. 

ir 

_UES 
HIGH 

P 

f? 

Scenic  Qual ity 

HP 

5 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 
>  • 

Q 
LU  UJ 

Mp- 

9 

LANDSO 
LOW 

LP 

& 

R 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY 


Final   Rating:    _M^2EJ§(^I:E__      •       "  .  . 

Rationale:  foij^  ^hiJ^BiY^K  ICVSl  0?  ya7kx^CY\  ^:W.  tA^gT  YC^^f^on  "fe  cfa/Vl^  ^f^^  ma/f^n>:A£L 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


• 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations    . 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro?.d5 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landforni-'2 

Dans/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref  1  ectors/Repec^tops 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT  "^C 

./A/1 

Y\,i:A./<^m. 

Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 

Unit -.11=23 

.UES 
HIGH 

p 

3 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

■ 

2 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 
>•    • 

Q 
UJ  UJ 

a.  32 

MP 

9 

LANDSC/ 
LOW 

LP 

9 

R 

Final  Rating:   L^^^M/ 


Rationaie:_j^?^-|-;^,,g^^^2y2i^Ai.  WQ  x^^hTfK)^,  -fo  Um/  bu'A;  ^mre.  xo^dxMak  it)  i-A^  b^^^eA  Q/\  itlfi 


5m2yylS(^e  d'  i'ki  /Nrg^  TMhrn^apr  'ms<k  tus  ^Uif^ 


*llr 


High  Ratings; 


□  - 

S.s  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


J 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro?^d5 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landf6rni-'2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref  1  ectors/Repe?(tors 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


•f . '  '■ 


,>-,.»■!' 


« 


Desired 
Rating  Units         Mgmt.  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  11^24 

P 

'J                                00  1-1 

Scenic  Quality    3^ 

HP 

5 

Rating  Unit(s):   < 

UJ  UJ 

MP' 

9 

-ANDSD 

LP 

1^ 

R 

' 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


larrrwwmamiiirpwff'^ 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1** 


LF-2. 


.LF/V-l. 


''.''■''■'■*y.'!'!'y!*?'-'*i'.*!''.'y:','''!*.r''.* 


iiiiiKiiPpii 


iiir 


■iilM  iili 


mf!irmiiMmv^^ 


LF/V-2 . 


V/ST 


ST 


Mteihiiaafeiiiit 


^iiiif'imiin'iWi-r'W<i'W'i*fr'fik 


IjyteWitfeWiiiiirlsiiate'i 


Final   Rating:      \XW •       ■ 

Rationale:  t^dTK/n^  .^R?  mofer^fe  JS^  U?W  CNeTiO^  Vf^  VN^fg   fO^lv^^  fe  t-A^/   tel^(^.  OVX  'Ha^ 


-l^"ikV)f?.. 


,!=» 


gg^  h^v?wig(^e.  ^i'hg  /N^ggi  rvk/vM^-  zwiM  Iaas  ^tTrl' 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


I  'j_ 


'.> 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref  1  ectors/Repe?\tors 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Landform-^2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetat1on-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


:  -:■;■  .■•zt'-t'i  :',iiir. 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT  ^^^C 

.((Twx.CAJav^, 

Rating  Units 

Desired 
MgmL  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:1t'2B' 

_UES 
HIGH 

P 

5 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

6 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 
>  • 

Q 
UJ  tjJ 

Mp- 

^O 

LAN  DSD 
LOW 

LP 

R 

' 

Final  Rating:   i-||(^H 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-2 


3 


'.'.'■'.'.'?■'.''!'?'!'-'■*■'■'????'?  .TT 


■::;'-t<;:;:';::iW;::-'f';';W:;:l;^W 


liiiiilliiiilifi' 


1 


iiiii;!;ir:.ii^;i:i|iili 

>f'ii'B  I  ■■■;''! 


W' 


,;,,,,,;.;,:;  i;;;,p;:j!li;i|ilil 


ST 


liiiiiiiiiiiiB 


iPiiPii 


mm 


Rationale;  \^^n^-3  ^r -W)0  de^JY^i  Iwel  o?  pYd^fhnv^  -mre  ^^^  \?ehN(^en/i  mcde^rKtj^  ikArvk  kAgh 


wV\AJyf^  iJB  wjzr  ■<riu^\:\cjr\  'I'O  ckmAAop  fe  cJ^mAka   JA^gJA  o^m^KLrVor.  Wicrjn  o\fe^rKkL  rxti't/un  v^m^^. 


'¥kK.  '\v  fe  m^?f?t:jzi|2p:Dpr(Vte.J3^  i'hg  ?:^^g?L  Wm^vhcrpr  -mvi  Iaj-?  ^totf. 


High  Ratings; 


■*■* 


See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category^ 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


I  '  > 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  fonowtng  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-l 

Ro?ids 
Pipel ines 
Railroads 


Landform-2 

Dams/water.  Impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeaters 
Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


i 


• 


PLANNING  UNIT  ^^o^l(Tyi](\.(7\JC\m 

Rating  Units 


Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #16 

Scen>c  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s): 


a: 

CD 


Desired 
Mgmt  Class 


< 

>•    • 

Q 
liJ  LU 

cl  r: 

LJ 

1/1 

a 
z:  :2: 

<  o 


HP 


Mp- 


LP 


^ 

D 


12 


3 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-2 


_i_i_m_i]u>i^;miimm.ii.i.mj_i.i 


SwiiiPr!;:::;;: 

iw'i  n  wi'^'i''!  11  i'>!ijy;!<')W 

iiiiiiii 

liillliij 


.LF/V-1 


LF/V-2 


V/ST 


ST 


Final  Rating:  Jy^2Ei§(^pE__   ■   " 


tuaA  V\X^V\  t\KX:'l^YrrAf&nxkk  rxti'n^?)  o\-  'myk^YiKtr^.  raguAt(g^  jit^ ~fh?  ^<^v\.^  ^iing  mj^j^rxk?. 


nKkivwy^  -^  \f^=&c^s7AMQY\  -Xx^jc^mmrp^ 


ii^MMk:. 


Moderate  Ratings; 


II 


*   I   I  =   High  Ratings; 

**  See  Reverse  side  Tor  specific  t„,pes  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Low  Ratings 


jll_l 


Li 


J 


i 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/Vegetation-i 

Ro^ds 
Pipel ines 
Railroads 


Landform-2 

Dams/water  impoundrnents 

Landforni/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref  1  ectors/Repec\tors 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


■r  i 


€ 


A- 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


'•"■•^7"J'^""'J'/ — -^ 

Desired 
Rating  Units                       Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:1M9 

P 

1 

Scenic^Quality           = 

HP 

5 

Rating  Unit(s):        < 

l.U  UJ 

MP 

H 

.OW 

LP 

7 

R 

PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


Final  Rating:   M^PE|^^J^     ■   ' 

Rationale:  rV]a::hr^^  rKk,iv\^ -^OY do^fcA  bve^  (?p  py^brti'gn  covc^kKX-B  sNcXk  wftja  -Vm  c^miKkL 


'hood^TfkQJAd^vso  x^^rMkio^i  -\o  OmAf\Tpl 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


H 


Low  Ratings 


**  Soe  Reverse  side  for  speci 


I  !C   LJ 


pes  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


I  '  I 


j 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/Vegetation-3 

Ro?ld5 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform-'2 

Dams/water  impoundinents 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref 1 ectors/Repe^tops 

Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


;  -■  .',  -.;!;.';'',^~/:,;.^.-.^  i 


% 


4 


PLANNING  UNIT  135 

C.    (/\A 

Y\.^ 

,./C)m. 

Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt.  Class 

Workshop  Rating 

.UES 
HIGH 

P 

2 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

9 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 

>■  • 

Q 
UJ  UJ 

Mp- 

12 

LANDSC; 
1             LOW 

LP 

1 

R 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1** 


Final   Rating:      [vV:::^P£pATE  ■       ' 

Rationale:  ^\V\  -fi/ie  fjogirgfi'  bvs^^  c7p  ^YvhirXxovx  umA  rCTC/dn-(gi/i  -^  ck^Mwp  re^po^i^g^  ^r<q  ^pIa^ 


5i^-\e^vi  lvv:^>{?nKfe  ?^mJ^  to)W  hv^A:  iAr:^yg  rr;^^(\A^.  -to  mo^^v^-jp.  ^y^^r^lL  by)  -Hv^  Atbtu  m-.w\7t^r 


'inyA  Ka6  ^l^j-Fl^ivi  g^  iter  jcwM/lgt^i^f?  cj-'  itx^.  ?iir??y;. . 


^ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


I  •  I 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landfortn-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform-^2 

Dans/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeatops 
Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


.",„  .  5-.,?-;j; 


c 


Rating  Units 

-t'O-  ^-  'St — — - 

Desired 

Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  11=21 

_UES 
HIGH 

P 

1 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

<b 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 
>  • 

Q 
LU  UJ 

MR- 

11 

LANDSa 
LOW 

LP 

4 

R 

Final  Rating:   Mc^PEj^JE 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


MfA^WrnliwtfMllffiiiliiililiiliii' 


Rationale:  h  (Ppoi  COrCrk^OA  ^Kl^b   \?C)0N€SfV\  -Jl/ie  doeir^A,    bVGl  gp  prZ7i-^f>tl'(9l/l    ^mA.  L/t^g^   r£rK/(y^'(:>ia 


S"d^7Wa<^I 


** 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


IS 


S-e  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  charqe  within  each  category. 


Low  Ratings 


J_L_L 


'vi 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-l 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 
Pipel ines 
Railroads 


Landform-'2 

Dams/water  impoundinents 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeatops 
Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


t 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  mY\^cscJ(hm\(AJ<C\vw. 

Desired 
Rating  Units                       Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  11=22. 

p 

5 

m  I— 1 
Lu  rc 

Scenic  Quality           ^ 

HP 

5 

Rating  Unit(s):        < 

Q 
UJ  LU 

9?^ 

MP 

9 

.OW 

LP 

& 

R 

* 

Final  Rating:  hAcPV^^/'^  •   ' 

Rationaie:_aAkLJte  diJ^Cr^  bvol cf  p^-grA;t'<?n  xW.  w^oT  YC'dukio]r\  "b  c>tewp  ^rf;  mAfeo:te 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


I  '  I 


Q 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform/Vegetation-i 

Ro^d5 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform-'2 

Dams/water  impoundrnents 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repeatops 
Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


w 


Rating  Units 

Desired 

Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  11='^ 

_UES 
HIGH 

P 

3 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

2 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 
>■  . 

Q 
LU  UJ 

Mp- 

9 

LANDSD 
LOW 

LP 

9 

R 

Final  Rating:  VZ?^ 
Rationale 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


rmxmtm^■nraxa^.■t^<sa,st,Y<f^^^,^^lf^Yig!s^ 


^^Y^  CN^rrf^k  WQ  mod^'CKk^.  At>  Icaa/  hx^t  v^^gr^.  r&^^\}cA.  At)  Urn  b^j^A  cm  -fh^ 


\yKD^\eA(7y>.  o\^~^^f^~h(^A.  mMr^A^pr  7m\A  h(.^  ^^if. 


* 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Low  Ratings 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  ■ 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ds 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repec\tors 
Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Landform-2 

Dams/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


'"i /'!>■'.■ 


It 


Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  11^24 

_UES 
HIGH 

P 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

5 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 

>•    • 

Q 

UJ   UJ 

MP' 

9 

LANDSC^ 
i             LOW 

LP 

1(9 

R 

Final  Rating:  \jCN\I 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


Rationale:  l^tiK^  z^n?  m^x^lgTxfe  '{s'  iwv  ^^a/^ttOX  jput  v\ere  rasolv/eA.  -to  Uw  \m^)e<k.  ovx  -Ife 


iS:?^  t^^v^/vS^O-gpl-hg  A'gE^  IVtowug^  ?;^/K]r^  jaa^  -^tTiff. 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Ml 


Low  Ratings 


*^'  Soe  Reverse  side  for  specifi'.  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


_i^_L 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landfonn/Vegetation-3 

Ro^d5 
Pipel ines 
Railroads 


Landform-'Z 

Dams/water  impoundnnents 

Landforni/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 

Tramways 

Ref  1  ectops/Repeeitors 

Substations 

Structures 


Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc) 


# 


# 


• 


Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:tr2D 

\PE  VALUES 
MED.   HIGH 

P 

& 

Scenic  Quality 

HP 

G 

Rating  Unit(s): 

MP' 

\o 

LANDSCy 
LOW 

LP 

R 

' 

Final   Rating:      Hi<^H 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


Rationale:  ''^:^\[\/rj^ -^r  AVo do^ir^Al  bvel  g>F  pv^l^^XiDi^  lAre  ^^Mk  \?darjee^  movlorxte  7%md  kigh 


wRA^q  ijis  i/i^er-  rpxrh"^^i/i  j-p  cVi^wvy  v^  rjJF^ArJAA   'aC^Ia  ^y^erYrkL.~Xhr;  Hf^h  o^/e/rKJL  rjc±X\A^  wm: 


EU:  '\v  fe  m^|iIapp:op''^f7^fe  &)  11ag  ■/!'KVa.  WiMVi\j(pr  ifnyK  V\k^  ^tojj: 


□  = 

See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


High  Ratings; 


=   Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


I  • ' 


# 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining) 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations  . 

Landform/Vegetation-] 

Ro^ids 

Pipelines 

Railroads 


Landform-'2 

Dans/water  impoundments 

Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation/Structures 

Power  Lines 
Tramways 

Reflectors/Repe^tops 
Substations 

Structures 

Highway  Rest  Areas 
Campgrounds 
Maintenance  Bldgs. 


Vegetation 

Land  Treatment  (grazing, 

chaining,  herbiciding,  etc.) 


SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 


Parti  cipant_ 

Date 


AtJty    jpf^^ 


CXjy£-KS~   ^yi^^^-e^ 


\AJ  J~ 


tc 


1^-^    aP-yJU^-<^L 


CUvJJ^ 
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-U~- 


h 


/  / 


^O-^^^- 


./  n 


SPECIFIC  ISSUES.  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 

Participant     Cj^tJZX     WAT^M6eO 

Date     \A(XO  C-^'^    Q^,^^'^l 


MJ^  u.-ai  c^o:^  ^^^  ^T^  ^"  Tl) 


,  o^^...^      ^^^^^Jy^      -^-^^      -^'^ 

r,T^    b.     0>l.    4o   -onJC  co^    ^ 


\^LM^SL      UL4U 


.^J 


IXX^ 


SPECIFIC  ISSUES.  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area,  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 


Participant  \.  .^  ^cCiTEf/.^    A)  P-^ 


Date 


7 


-7^7 


rx    o^   h^<=J^ 


^Ll 


\~- 


\^0  ^ 
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I  c- 


^   -^^ 


I  c 
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-fl^ 
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~^kj^  IncTC^ 


~\ 


United  States  Department  cf  Agfjicjlture 
forest  service 
Grand   Mesa,    Uncompahgre   &  Gunnison   National    Forests 


P.    0.    Box   138,   Delta,   CO     81415 


2380 
April    18,   1979 


i_ 


Mr.  Tim  Tetherow 
Wirth  Associates 
280  Columbine  Street 
Suite  314 
Denver,  CO  80205 


f 


Dear  Sir: 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  you  have  given  us  to  provide  public  input 
for  your  studies  of  selected  lands  in  Colorado.  Your  study  area  did 
not  include  all  of  our  districts  and  therefore,  we  have  concentrated 
our  efforts  on  areas  visually  adjacent  to  BLM  lands. 

We  are  forwarding  your  visual  sensitivity  workshop  data  sheets,  and 
sincerely  hope  they  are  sufficient  for  your  needs. 


Sincerely, 


/l^.r^v-^'^^^ 


JIMMY   R.   WILKINS 
Forest  Supervisor 


n" 


6200-11    {;/69} 


e- 


March  21 ,  1573 


r'r.  Donley  M.  Lotvedt,  Kanager 
Unco-pahgre  Basin  Resource  Area 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Post  Office  Box  126s 
Montrose,  Colorado  8l401 

Dear  Mr.  Lotvedt: 

This  letter  vji  1  1  respond  to  your  request  of  March  l^ith  regarding  attend- 
ance at  a  workshop  meeting  to  be  held  in  Delta  on  March  22nd,  the  purpose 
of  v.'h  i  ch  is  for  input  on  questions  of  reaction  to  the  change  in  the  visual 
quality  of  the  landscape  resulting  from  a  variety  of  land  m.anagement  de- 
cisions. 

The  motto  appearing  at  the  bottom  of  your  letter  vjhich  reads  "save  energy 
and  you  save  America"  could  be  very  applicable  to  all  the  time,  miles  and 
"eneray"  that  wastes  peoples'  time  with  meetings  that  require  their  attend- 
ance in  order  to  defend  themselves  from  rules  and  regulations  that  are  es- 
tablished as  a  result  of  such  meetings  as  this  one. 


These  mieetings  usually  result  in  programs  that  are  put  into  effect  and  accom- 
plish only  one  thing,  that  is  to  add  increased  costs  to  whatever  is  involved 
whether  it  be  mining,  pi  pel i nes .' power  1 i nes  ,  dams,  etc. 

A  cood  exam,ple  of  what  these  things  usually  cost  the  people  is  now  reflected 
in'power  bills.   It  Is  now  known  that  5^  '■    of  the  power  bills  is  a  built-in 
"ust  to  cover  the  expenses  to  meet  regulations  which  were  created  by 
;  wandering  around  having  such  meetings  as  this  one.   Most  all  the 
ectric  consumers  in  our  county  could  have  used  that  5^1    of  the  power  bills 
lis  rast  winter  for  necessities  that  nad  to  oe  delayed,  reduced  or  foregone 
'.  orcsr  to  :^ay  their  power  bills. 


ecccnize  that  this  is  probably  not  the  type  of  input  that  is  really  de- 

ec.  but  it  Is  evident  that  unless  someone  is  willing  to  start  turning 

around  we  are  all  going  to  go  down  the  tube  of  inflation,  unable 

r 


tn  I  nqs 
'Id 
c  such 


he  1 D  ourselves  because  of  the  bureaucracy  that  is  created  by  the  results 


nas 


and  studies  as  ones  like  this  produce. 


S  i  ncere' 


Ed 


:  rah 


;VOr 


,V 


/■■">;■ 


,tate 


Denver,    Colorado 

L^irecror,  U.  5.  : 
De-artment  of  tN 
Washington,    D.     C. 


SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 


In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 

Participant  \  I  Mi  /  xPii'dX/^'       


Date  IrUJiJ/.      i6.a./^7^ 
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SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 


In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 
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SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 
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Date 
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SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 


Parti cipantv-  c 


Date 
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SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or   concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 


Parti  cipant_ 

Date   2  2  rlA.:cM  ^  ?  7^ 
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SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 

Participant  ■-^'    '"''"^  "   '^r/~-  ■"'■' 

Date   ,'  -- 
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SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
arouD  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provideo, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 

Parti ci pant  C  /r-  ^^    J^  -    J^Jbi  :^£^'^J- 


Date   ///^f  .  -r  / ;  .'i  3   -^  "^'^  ^ ' 
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SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
qroup  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 

Participant  J)  jcj^ci.  rJ        L  cz-vi -e^ 
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SPECIFIC  ISSUES.  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
group  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 

Participant 
Date 


-.,.'./- 
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^//r^^^'^-r 


SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
qroup  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 

Participant  fe^       A/nf^'PtS    (     gco/g^o-  W^ 

Date     5-aS>79 


C^9^vv-5.'</V*->ci.^-t^ 


SPECIFIC  ISSUES,  PROJECTS  OR  LANDS  OF  CONCERN  TO  YOUR  GROUP  OR  AGENCY: 

In  the  following  space  please  indicate  any  issues  or  concerns  your  agency  or 
aroup  has  about  visual  resource  management  in  this  BLM  Resource  Area.  Specific 
projects,  lands  or  issues  can  be  addressed.  Indicate  on  the  base  maps  provided, 
the  location  of  specific  lands  you  are  concerned  about.  Use  a  code  letter/word 
or  other  identifiable  designation  referenced  in  your  narrative. 
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Final  Visual  Sensitivity 

The  Resource  Area  was  nearly  evenly  split  between  overall  High  and  Moderate  Visual 
Sensitivity  ratings.  Only  one  small  area  of  Low  Sensitivity  resulted  where 
Moderate  use  volume  combined  with  Low  user  attitudes.  This  was  in  Shavano  Valley. 

Most  of  the  lands  rated  High  for  use  volume  since  most  of  the  lands  are  open  to 
view  from  major  highways,  while  most  of  the  land  rated  Moderate  user  concern. 
Where  these  two  values  overlap  an  overall  High  Visual  Sensitivity  rating  will 
result.  Moderate  overall  ratings  were  largely  the  result  of  either  Moderate 
user  attitude  ratings  occurring  jointly  with  Moderate  use  volume  or  Moderate 
user  attitude  ratings  occurring  with  Low  use  volume  (e.g.  seldom  seen  zones). 

Distance  Zones 

Because  of  the  relatively  large  number  of  roads  in  the  Uncompahgre  Basin  Resource 
Area,  something  over, two-thirds  of  the  land  is  seen  within  3-5  miles  of  primary 
use  areas  and  has  therefore  been  classified  as  Foreground-Middleground.  Much  of 
this  land  is  along  major  highways  through  open  agricultural  land,  however  several 
major  roads  lead  into  the  more  scenic  and  natural  landscapes  outlying  the  agricul- 
tural basin  (see  Table  3).  The  integrity  of  the  Foreground-Middleground  zone 
along  these  roads  would  be  more  sensitive  to  visual  change  because  of  their  more 
natural  condition. 

Less  than  one-third  of  the  land  in  the  Resource  Area  is  in  the  Background  zone. 
When  they  occur,  these  lands  are  primarily  the  elevated,  sloping  forested  lands 
adjacent  to  U.S.  Forest  Service.  Their  character  makes  them  highly  visible  when 
disturbed,  however  the  more  dominant  mountain  peaks  above  them  make  them  more  of 
a  background  reference  than  a  focal  point. 
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Approximately  10  percent  of  the  land  is  in  the  seldom-seen  zone.  These  lands 
occur  primarily  in  the  narrow,  minor  canyons  of  tributaries  to  the  Uncompahgre 
and  Gunnison  Rivers. 
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General  Setting 

The  Gunnison  Gorge  Planning  Unit  (PU)  is  situated  northeast  of  the  Cimarron 
Planning  Unit  and  east  of  the  Escalante  Planning  Unit.  Bordered  by  these 
two  planning  units,  Gunnison  Gorge  Planning  Unit  encompasses  317,000  acres, 
and  makes  up  the  northeastern  segment  to  the  Uncompahgre  Basin  Resource  Area. 

This  unit  generally  consists  of  a  series  of  mesas  which  are  located  through- 
out the  unit.  Gunnison  Gorge  Planning  Unit  is  relatively  uniform  in  nature, 
with  the  exception  of  the  Black  Canyon  of  the  Gunnison  National  Monument. 
This  canyon  is  the  most  outstanding  landscape  feature  within  the  entire 
Resource  Area.  Other  landscape  character  types  found  within  this  planning 
unit  include  major  river  valleys,  rolling  hills,  mountains,  and  badlands 
(adobes).  Although  this  unit  contains  a  variety  of  landscape  types,  it  is 
dominated  by  mesas. 

This  unit  lies  entirely  within  the  Colorado  Plateau  physiographic  province 
which  is  composed  of  young  to  mature  canyoned  plateaus.  The  Black  Canyon  of 
the  Gunnison  generally  bisects  the  unit  in  a  northwest-southeast  orientation. 
This  canyon  separates  an  area  of  uniform  mesas  in  the  northeast  from  the  more 
diverse  badlands  and  ridges  of  the  canyon  which  lie  to  the  southwest. 

The  Badland  environments  extend  north  out  of  the  Cimarron  Planning  Unit  and 
are  composed  of  the  same  Mancos  Shale  formations.  These  badland  areas  are 
located  northeast  of  Montrose  below  the  dramatic  ridges  and  upper  slopes  to 
the  Black  Canyon. 
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Sloping  up  out  of  the  Badlands,  the  upper  slopes  appear  mountainous  when 
viewed  from  the  Uncompahgre  River  Valley,  This  landscape  has  been  dramatically 
uplifted.  Vegetation  consists  of  pinyon  juniper,  scrub  oak  associations 
primarily  where  reliefs  and  rock  outcrops  allow. 

While  this  uplifting  was  taking  place,  the  Gunnison  River  cut  through  this 
landscape  and  created  the  Black  Canyon  of  the  Gunnison.  As  a  result,  this 
mountainous  landscape  is  in  actuality  a  ridge  and  side  slope  to  the  canyon 
itself. 

This  mountainous  landscape  or  ridge  is  a  backdrop  to  the  Uncompahgre  Basin 
and  as  such  serves  as  a  visual  terminus  and  focal  point  when  viewed  through- 
out the  basin  floor. 

The  Black  Canyon  varies  from  1000  to  2700  feet  in  depth.  This  narrow  canyon 
with  sheer  vertical  rock  walls  displays  a  variety  of  geologic  formations  as 
well  as  the  history  of  the  entire  area.  It  is  a  spectacular  canyon  due 
to  its  depth  and  length,  being  approximately  40  miles  long. 

In  contrast  to  the  more  diverse  lands  southwest  of  the  canyon,  the  lands  to 
the  northeast  of  the  canyon  are  composed  of  a  series  of  uniformly  sloping  mesas. 
These  mesas  which  include  Fruitland,  Scenic,  and  Grand  View  Mesa  are  independent 
from  one  another.  Originally  these  mesas  were  part  of  one  extensive  landform 
which  was  uplifted.  The  Smith  Fork  and  Red  Canyon  drainage  patterns  which 
developed  within  this  uniform  landscape  created  channels  perpendicular  to  the 
uplifting  slopes.  The  result  is  a  series  of  mesas  separated  by  deeply  incised 
canyons. 
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The  dominant  vegetation  cover  of  these  mesas  is  solid  stands  of  pinyon 
junipers.  Little  diversity  occurs  within  these  uniformly  sloping  areas. 
The  remaining  mesas  within  the  unit  lie  on  the  northern  boundary.  These 
are  Redlands  Mesa,  and  Rogers  Mesa.  In  contrast  to  other  mesas,  these  are 
primarily  orchard  and  agricultural  lands. 

The  flat  agricultural  lands  of  California  and  East  Mesa  extend  north  out  of 
the  Cimarron  Planning  Unit  into  the  northeastern  corner  of  the  planning  unit. 
Orchard  City,  an  incorporated  community,  is  descriptive  of  the  land  uses  with- 
in this  area. 

Major  drainages  within  the  unit  include  the  Gunnison  River,  and  its  tributaries 
the  Smith  Fork,  North  Fork,  and  Red  Canyon,  LeRoux  and  Currant  Creeks  along 
with  a  number  of  irrigation  ditches  are  the  remaining  water  features  within 
this  planning  unit. 

Vegetation  as  noted  earlier  is  primarily  pinyon-juniper  scrub  oak  associations 
intermixed  by  grasses  and  sages  on  the  less  suitable  slopes  and  lands  for  agri- 
culture. Aspens  and  evergreens  are  situated  on  the  higher  slopes  on  the  eastern 
boundary  as  well  as  on  Poverty  Mesa,  These  areas  add  variety  to  the  uniform 
pinyon  juniper  mesas.  Cottonwoods  and  willows  are  the  dominant  vegetative 
species  in  the  wetter  areas  and  valley  bottoms. 

There  are  only  a  few  major  traveled  routes  within  the  unit.  These  include 
Route  92  which  runs  east-west  connecting  Delta  and  Orchard  City  to  Hotchkiss 
located  on  the  northeastern  boundary.  At  Hotchkiss  Route  92  turns  south  to  the 
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small  community  of  Crawford  and  continues  through  Onion  Valley  to  the 
Monument.  Two  entrances  to  the  Black  Canyon  exist  north  and  south  of  the 
canyon  itself„  These  receive  heavy  use  during  summer  months  but  are 
generally  closed  during  the  winter  months.  Route  65  branches  off  of  Route 
92  south  of  Orchard  City  and  runs  north  to  the  Grand  Mesa  National  Forests 
Orchard  City  is  not  a  population  center  such  as  Delta,  rather  it  is  an  in- 
corporated agricultural  community. 
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SQRU  GENERAL  LANDSCAPE  TYPES  &  SUMMARY 


• 

PLANNING 

UNIT:   GUNNISON  GORGE 

GENERAL  ' 

FYPE  KEY 

Mountains 

MT 

Rolling  Hills 

RH 

• 

Ridges  and  Narrow  Valleys 

R&NV 

Broad  Valleys 

BV 

Canyons 

C 

River  Valley 

RV 

Parks 

P 

Basin 

B 

Mesas 

M 

Reservoirs 

R 

# 

Badlands 

B 

SQRU 

GENERAL  TYPE 

NO. 
Oil 

NAME 
Dry  Cedar  Creek 

Hills 

Badlands 

015 

Coal  Hill 

Rolling  Hills 

016 

Bostwick  Park 

Park 

• 

017 

Cedar  Creek 

Narrow  Valley 

018 

Poverty  Mesa 

Mesa 

019a 

North  Rim  Black 

Canyon 

Mountains  to  Canyon 

019 

Black  Canyon 

Canyon 

020 

Squaw  Creek 

Narrow  Valley 

^ 

021 

Poverty  Mesa  Si( 

ieslope 

Mesa  Sideslope 

#  ■ 

022 

Crystal  Creek 

Broad  Valley  -  Rolling  Hills 

' 

023 

Castle  Rock 

Mountains  -  Rolling  Hills 

024 

Onion  Valley 

Broad  Valley 

025 

Fruitland  Mesa 

Mesa 

026 

Maher 

Broad  Valley 

027 

Crawford  Reservoir 

Reservoir 

028 

Red  Canyon 

Canyon 

029 

Scenic  Mesa 

Mesa 

030 

North  Fork 

River  Valley/Canyon 

031 

Peach  Valley  Foothills 

Rolling  Hills 

032 

Red  Rock 

Mountains 

033 

Below  Red  Rocks 

Narrow  Valley 

'* 

034 

Redlands  Mesa 

Mesa 

035 

Rogers  Mesa 

Mesa 

036 

Sulphur  Gulch 

Rolling  Hills 

037 

Lawhead  Valley 

Valley/Rolling  Hills 

038 

Leroux  Creek 

Narrow  Valley 

'W 

039 

Antelope  Hill 

Rolling  Hill 

040 

Orchard  City 

Broad  Valley 

043 

Tongue  Creek 

Narrow  Valley 

048 

Harts  Basin 

Broad  Valley/Reservoir 

051 

Currant  Creek 

Narrow  Valley 

052 

Gunnison  River 

Valley 

River  Valley 

^ 

060 

North  Uncompahg 

re  River 

River  Valley 

061 

California  Mesa 

Mesa/Basin 

„ 

062 

East  Mesa 

Mesa/Basin 
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TABLE  2 


DISTRICT: 

MONTROSE 

RESOURCE  AREA: 

UNCOMPAGHRE  BASIN 

PLANNING  UNIT: 

GUNNISON 

GORGE 

SQRU 

RATING  CRITERIA 

TOTAL 

NO. 

NAME 

IF 

V 

W 

C 

AS 

S 

CM 

NOo 

SQR 

Oil 

Dry  Cedar  Crk 

Hills 

3 

1 

0 

1 

2 

1 

2 

10 

C 

015 

Coal  Hill 

2 

3 

0 

3 

1 

1 

2 

12 

B 

016 

Bostwick  Park 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

2 

10 

C 

017 

Cedar  Creek 

2 

2 

2 

3 

0 

1 

1 

11 

C 

018 

Poverty  Mesa 

3 

3 

0 

3 

3 

1 

2 

15 

B 

019 

Black  Canyon 

5 

2 

5 

5 

0 

6 

2 

25 

A 

019a 

North  Rim  Blac 

k  Ca. 

3 

3 

1 

2 

3 

1 

2 

15 

B 

020 

Squaw  Creek 

2 

3 

2 

3 

1 

1 

2 

15 

B 

021 

Poverty  Mesa 

Sideslope 

4 

2 

0 

3 

1 

1 

2 

13 

B 

022 

Crystal  Creek 

2 

3 

1 

3 

2 

1 

1 

12 

B 

023 

Castle  Rock 

3 

2 

0 

2 

2 

1 

2 

12 

B 

024 

Onion  Valley 

1 

2 

4 

2 

3 

1 

1 

15 

B 

025 

Fruitland  Mesa 

2 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

2 

10 

C 

026 

Ma  her 

1 

2 

1 

2 

3 

1 

1 

11 

C 

027 

Crawford  Res. 

1 

1 

5 

4 

3 

5 

2 

21 

A 

028 

Red  Canyon 

3 

3 

3 

4 

0 

1 

2 

16 

B 

029 

Scenic  Mesa 

2 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

2 

10 

C 

030 

North  Fork 

3 

3 

5 

4 

0 

4 

2 

21 

A 

031 

Peach  Valley  F 

this. 

2 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

2 

10 

C 

032 

Red  Rocks 

3 

3 

1 

2 

2 

1 

o 

14 

B 

033 

Below  Red  Rocks 

3 

1 

1 

2 

3 

1 

2 

12 

B 

034 

Redlands  Mesa 

1 

2 

0 

2 

3 

1 

2 

11 

C 

035 

Rogers  Mesa 

1 

3 

0 

3 

2 

1 

1 

11 

C 

036 

Sulphur  Gulch 

2 

1 

0 

3 

1 

1 

2 

9 

c 

037 

Lawhead  Valley 

1 

1 

0 

1 

2 

.1 

2 

8 

c 

038 

Leroux  Creek 

2 

3 

1 

2 

0 

1 

1 

10 

c 

039 

Antelope  Hill 

2 

2 

0 

3 

2 

1 

1 

11 

c 

040 

Orchard  City 

1 

3 

3 

3 

2 

1 

-3 

10 

c 

043 

Tongue  Creek 

2 

4 

3 

4 

1 

2 

2  . 

18 

B 

0^8 

Harts  Basin 

1 

2 

5 

3 

1 

2 

2 

16 

B 

051 

Currant  Creek 

2 

2 

2 

1 

0 

1 

1 

9 

C 

052 

Gunnison  Riv. 

Va. 

1 

3 

4 

3 

1 

4 

0 

16 

B 

060 

N.  Uncompahgre 

R. 

1 

3 

4 

1 

2 

1 

1 

13 

B 

061 

California  Mesa 

1 

3 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

11 

C 

062 

East  Mesa 

1 

3 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

11 

C 

AREAS  OF  CRITICAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONCERN 

Two  rating  units  within  the  Gunnison  Gorge  Planning  Unit,  019  Black  Canyon 
and  027,  Crawford  Reservoir  have  been  identified  as  potential  Areas  of 
Environmental  Concern  (ACEC)  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  they  represent 
Class  A  scenery  and  have  received  a  rating  of  5  in  regard  to  their  relative 
scarcity  within  the  region. 

These  rating  units  represent  areas  of  extraordinary  scenic  quality  and  re- 
quire special  management  attention  to  insure  preservation  of  the  qualities 
which  make  them  exceptional. 

The  rating  criteria  for  these  units  appear  below. 

SQRU  RATING  C 

NO. NAME      LF   V   W   C 

019    Black  Canyon    5   2   5   5 

027    Crawford  Res.   1   1   5   4 

019  -  Black  Canyon  -  The  Black  Canyon  of  the  Gunnison  is  the  most  outstanding 

feature  in  all  the  Uncompahgre  Resource  Area.  The  canyon  is  approximately 
20  miles  long  and  is  characterized  by  nearly  vertical  side  walls  which 
drop  1000  to  2700  feet.  Geologic  features  are  displayed  throughout  the 
canyon  sidewalls.  The  Gunnison  River  which  bisects  the  canyon  contains 
many  falls  and  rapids  throughout.  Overall  the  canyon  is  spectacular, 
awsome,  and  undisturbed. 

027  -  Crawford  Reservoir  -  Crawford  Reservoir  is  the  largest  single  water  body 
within  the  unit.  Surrounded  by  mountains,  the  unit  appears  to  be  heavily 


RITER] 
AS 

[A 
S 

CM 

TOTAL 
NO.    SQR 

0 
3 

6 
5 

2 
2 

25     A 
21     A 
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used  in  the  summer  months.  Recreation  activities  provided  by  the 
Reservoir  are  limited  within  the  Planning  Unit.  With  its  natural 
setting  and  recreational  opportunities,  the  unit  is  scenic  and 
important  due  to  its  heavy  summer  use. 
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Date       1/16/79 


District  Montrose 

Fwaluatorfs)        KVM,   MF,    DS 
Planning  Unit         Cimarron/Gunmson  Gorge       Lva  luator^b; > 1 

Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  Oil-Dry  Cedar  Creek  Hills — 

Film:     Roll  #  1  Frame  #     33,35  Time  of  Day __!: 


3 


Landscape  Character: 


23,24 


4,6,7,9,14,15,16,19 
I 


Weather  Overcast  with  some  sm 

I 
Badlands ^ - — 


General  Narrative: 


ihis  umt  appears  to  contain  a  loose  soil,  probably  well-drained  and  drv. 
from  the  sparse  vegetation  present  and  the  lack  of  trees.  Grass  appears 
dominant,  weedy  forbs  are  present,  and  it  would  appear  to  suit  snakes  and 
small  rodents.  ~~ . — 


The  hills  themselves  are  irregular  tn  a  large  Hpgrpp  in  hnth  si7p  and  shapp- 
some  hills  are  conical,  others  loaf  shaped,  still  nthpr^   are  annular  and/nr 
sloping.  Elevations  range  from  6000'  to  7000'. — 


Within  this  unit  a  large  irrigation  canal  has  been  constructed  generally 

north-south.  Several  drainage  areas,  including  "Dry  Cedar  Creek",  have  cut 
generally  northeast  to  southwest  channels  but  have  little  water  for  visual 


impact. 


Vigws  of  ad.lacent  areas  are  gooa.  ine  area  is  natural  but  common. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegelation 


High 


Medium 


Low 


Rolionole  or 
Expicnolion 


Waler 


5 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


0 


0 


-ii 


1-1 i trie 


0-little 


1-little  contrast 
2 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


10 


Scenic 

QucHty 

Classif 

icot  ioa 

Class  A 

19-33 

Class  B 

12-13 

Class  C 

i  i  or  Le 

SQRU 

Fi  >cl  Re 

014- 

JZ 

^ 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORT 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit    Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   Ol5-Coa1  Hill 
Film:  Roll  f     ^      Frame  #  11.12,15.16,17 


Landscape  Character: 


Date            .V7/79 
Fvaluator(s)        MP,   DS 

THmP   of   Dav        10:00  a.m.           ; 

Wpather       sunny,   snow  cover 

Coal  Hill    (rolling  hills) 

General  Narrative: 


This  rating  unit  consists  of  gentle  slopes  with  smooth  to 

'si ?ghtTy  Wl  1  ing"Topography.  Ihese  slopes  represent  an  intergradation  between 
the  upper  hills  and  mountains  and  the  lower  knolls  and  vallf^vs. — _ 


Vegetative  cover  consists  of  an  extensive  shrubby  overstorv  (primarily  Scrub 
Oak)  which  increases  slightly  in  density  along  the  very  shallow  drainages. — L 
tew  pinyon  and  juniper  are  scattered  throughout.        


There  are  no  distinctive  landmarks  or  cultural  intrusions.*  Neither  is  there. 

"any  remarkable  geological  or  topographical  feature.  If  there  is  any  water 

it  would  be  in  the  form  of  small  intermittent  streams  which  form  as  the 

snow  me  Its.   ~     ~~  ^~~^^_ . 


Adjacent  scenery  consists  of  the  rugged  San  Juans  in  the  distance  and  the 

broad  valley  around  Montrose  below.  Views  are  panoramic  and  add  somewhat  tO 


the  scenic  quality  of  this  area. 


Color  change  is  seasonal  and  the  extensiveness  of  the  scrub  oak  canopv  siirelv 


adds  visual  variety  in  autumn. 


*  Small  influence  of  a  transmission  line  crossing  the  unit. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


0 


0 


0 


2-rollinq  hills 


3-2  types 


0-none 


3-seasonal 


1-San  Juans 


i-common 


2-none 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18     '^  I 

Class  C  I  1  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rati 

015 B.= ^. 


Subtotal 


=  Total. 


12 


TT^s   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Date 


2/1/19 


Planning  Unit      Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  016-Bostwick  Park 
Film:     Roll   i         4 Frame  #      6.7.11 


Landscape  Character: 


Fvaluator(s)        PS,   MF 


Time  of  Day      10:15.  a. 


Weather  sunny,  snow  cover 
Park 


General  Narrative:  Bostwick  Park  is  a  flat  open  expanse  which  forms  a  transition 

zone  between  the  upper  mountain  slopes  covered  with  pinyon  .juniper  and  the 

lower  rolling,  sparsely  vegetated  hills.  ^ 


These  parks  lack  overstory  vegetation  and  appear  to  havp  heen  rlpflrpfi  nf 
natural  vegetation  either  for  grazing  or  for  cultivation. _ 


hence  posts,  a  tew  telephone  poles  and  farmhouses  are  present  along  with  a 
paved  road,  dirt  roads  and  irrigation  ditches  which  criss-cross  the  parks. 


There  are  some  peripheral  stands  of  pinvon-iuniper  where  the  iiPPpr  slnnes 


adjoin  the  park  and  along  the  outer  park  edge  where  thp  land  drop^;  ghniPtlv 

to  the  hills  below.  These  parks  are  somewhat  similar  in  form  to  the  mpsa  tops. 
which  were  cleared  for  agricultural  purposes. 


Some  visual  interest  is  created  by  the  rugged  ^^n  Jnans  in  the  distrinrp  and 
by  the  seasonal  change  in  color  as  snow  covered  land  is  plowed,  seeded  and 
the  crop  harvested  in -fall. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriale  Level) 


Londform 


Vegelotion 


Wa1er 


High 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


-3 


Low 


0 


0 


I 


Rotionale  or 
Explonation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


1-flat 


1-cultivated 


1-irriqatpd  ditrhes 
2-seasonal 


2-distant  mountains 
1-agri.  country 


2-roads,  houses 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 

19-33 
12-18 
1 1  or  Le 

SQRU 
N/    - 
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Fina    Rg 
N" 

C 

Subtotal 


=  Total 


10 


X~B,  or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOPJ 


District 


Montrose 


Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge 


Planning  Unit 

Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  017-Cedar  CreeJ^ 

Film:     Roll  #  3  Frame  #         5 


Landscape  Character: 


TTW 


Date 


3/7/79 „,„, 


rvflluator(s)        MF,  PS 


Time  of  Day_ 


11:30  a. 


Weather___clear_ 
Narrow  Valley 


General  Narrative:    Cedar  Creek  winds  throggji  a  narrow  VRllpy  whirh  bpgJnf  hpl-iw- 
Cerro  Suimit  and  which  opens  below  into  a  broad  vallev  past  nf  Mnntrn^p. - 


South-tacing  slopes  consist  of  the  toes  of  smaller  rolling  hills  which  support- 
open  stands  of  pinyon  and  juniper  with  mfnimal  understory. The  valley,  bottom ,- 

supports  a  shrubby  growth  composed  ot"wTl"lows.  greasewood  and  some  sagebrush.  . 
Ih6  Stream  is  narrow  and  deeply  incised  in  the  sandy  bottom.  The  north-facing 

sluutjs  coiibii.1  uT~TTne^textured  soils  wnich  in  places  form  short,  crumbly 

ledges  ur' criTfr-?^:^3-Tegt"TfnTFr?nT:~~Veptation  consists  of  a  low  s^crubby 

cover  of  grasses,  forbs  and  minor  shrubs^ 


Since  the  valley  is  narrow  and  relatively  deep  the  view  is  confined  and  only, 
occasionally  are  the  hills  and  mountains  beyond  visible.   


This  valley  offers  a  little  visual  interest  apart  from  some  seasonal_JLhaiig£- 


"Th^oTor.  Visual  quality  is  reduced  further  by  the  presence  of  Highway  50 
which  runs  adjacent  to  the  stream  the  tui 1  length  of  the  valley. Stdep  cuts 


in  the  roadside  banks- have  not  been  recTaimed  or  naturally  revegetated. — Ihese. 
appear  as  unattractive  scars  which  detract  Trom  the  viewing  pleasure. _. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


I     Londform 


Vegelation 


Woter 


Color 


High 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium  I  Low 


Rationale  or 
Explonotion 


1 


0 


0 


0 


?--^tppppr  w?^!!';   t.n  S 


3-se3sonal 


0-confined_ 
1 


-^    hi    rOrld    ^"^    hank'; 


Scenic  Quolity 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18/^1 

Class  C  If  or  Lg: 

SQRU  Final  Ro 

OIZ-  _ 


1; 


r   €' 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


11 


X~B,  or  C 


j3^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORl\ 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit         Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     018-Poverty  Mesa 
Film:     Roll   #  4  Frame  #     8,9,10 


1,3,4,5,7 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


3/7/79 


Fvaluator(s)   PS,  MP 


Time  of  Day_li^LPl 
Weather   sunny 
Mesa 


General  Narrative:   Like  most  other  mesas  in  this  planning  unit  Poverty  Mesa  is 
an  upland  area  with  slightly  rolling  topography.  To  the  north  and  east  the 
mesa  drops  off  into  Black  Canyon.  To  the  south  and  west  Povprtv  Mp<;a  drnos 
into  Bostwick  Park.  The  location  ot  the  mesa  above  the  lower  hills,  parks 


and  valleys  and  below  the  higher  mountains  provides  for  a  panoramic  view 
OT  adjacent  scenery. 


Vegetative  cover  consists  of  extensive  groves  of  aspen  with  le-^^-^pr  arnupinas 
ot  p1ne.  In  some  areas  aspen  and  pine  cover  gives  way  to  small,  open  park- 
like  areas  of  grassland  and  scrub  oak.  .^ 


No  streams  or  bodies  of  water  are  evident  nn  the  mesa. Color  varifltinn  is. 

derived  primarily  from  the  seasonal  change  in  aspen  and  shrub  Ipbvps. — £1_ 


various  points  along  the  edge  of  the  mesa  a  few  large,  red  rock  outrrnos  are 
visible.  ~~Z_Z^ 


Ihe  only"  cultural  moditications  visible  trom  the  observation  point  are  three 
antenna  (radio  towers).  These  are  barelv  visible  and  do  not  HptrRrt  from 


the  visual  experience. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


-3 


0 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanotion 


3-rolling 
3-  3  types 


0-none  seen 

3-seasonal  . 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       I  1  or  Less 


3-panorama 


[r± 


1 -common 


2-none 


SQRU        Final  Ratin 

DIR  B ^ 


Subtotol 


=  Total 


15 


^ 


A,   B.  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORf^/S^^ 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit   Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   019-Black  Canyon^ 
Film:  Roll  #     5      Frame  #    2 


Landscape  Character: 


17-24 


Date    3/7/79 


Evaluate 

)r(s) 

MF, 

DS 

Time  of 

Day      4 

:00.p. 

.m.              v 

Weather 

sunny' 

Canyon 

General  Narrative: 


The  Black  Canyon  of  the  Gunnison  is  thp  mo'^t  nutstffndinQ 
feature  in  a11"orthe  Uncompahgre  Resource  Area.  The  canvon  run<^  <;niithpast 
to  northwest  tor  approximately  k:u  miles  before  turning  north  for  another  10 
mllfes. — Characterized  by  nearly  vertical,  angular  si"de"  walls  dropping  1000' 


to  2700'  at  Its  greatest  relief  to  the  bunmson  River  bisecting  the  canyon. 


A  variety  of  geologic  features  are  di-^playpd thrniiahniit  all  IpvpI'^  nf  thp_ 

canyon  sidewalls.  Massive  rock  outcrops,  pinnarlps.  rork  spires  arp  tvnirriL 
of  the  canyon  and  are  most  pronounced  in  the  areas  of  th^  ranynn  y/jth  the 
greatest  verticaT~reTTe77"  It  is  an"outstandinq  natural  feature  uni! 
this  part  or  CoTorado.   " 


Vegetation  consists  primarily  or  pines  and  scrub  oak  where  slopes  and  relief 
are  not  as  great,  these  areas  are,  prinarilv  at  thp  north  and  smith  pnds  nf 


the  canyon.  The  middle  sections  of  the  canyon  (being  the  arpas  nf  the 
greatest  vertical  relief)  are  too  steep  to  supportanv  vegetation. 


The  Gunnison  River  bisects  the  canyon  and  contains  many  falls  and  rapids  within 
the  very  narrow  valley  tloor.   me  canyon  is  very  natural  and  left  undisturbed. 
Beyond  words  of  any  description,  the  ranvon  ran  hp  ^^nmmpd  up  in  twn  wnrds  ■» — ^ — 


spectacular  and  awsome. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Ralionole  or 
Explanation 


1  Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A       19-33 
Class  B       12-18      •- 
Class  C       N  or  Less 


SQRU 

019 


Subtotal 


Finoj  Ratii 

A_   _ 


TT^B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORrvl 


District 


Montrose 


Date 


3/9/79 


Planning  Unit 


Gunnison  Gorge 


Fvaluator(s)  MF.  PS 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit_ 


019a-^Jorth  Rim  Black  Canyon 


Film:  Roll  # 


Frame  # 


25 


Time  of  Day_ 
Weather  


Landscape  Character: 


Mnimt3in<:;  t.D  the  canvon 


General  Narrative:  This  rating  consists  of  the  upper  slopes  north  of  the  Black 
Canvon   These  slopes  are  bordered  by  hruitland  Mesa  in  the  norland  By  me 


Black  Canyon  to  the  south. 


These  slopes  are  fiarly  dramatic,  though  unlTorm  ^n   appearance.  RZ   tne 
hnttnm  of  the  slopes,  the  land  form  falls  dramatically  ^°^^'^fJl'l[^l°''__ 
Rivpr  helow.  There  are  few  rock  outcrops  m  comparison  to  the  biacKT^nyon. 


Vpoetation  is  dominated  by  pinyon  juniper  associations,  with  intermittent^ 
pockets  of  scrub  oak  as  the  understory.  This  vegetation  ends  as  the  slopes 
fall  to  the  Black  Canyon,  and  where  rock  outcrops  are  dominant.   


Wsfpr  is  not  a  dominant  element,  although  its  mriuence  nas  caused  manF 


steep  drainages. 


Color  IS  fairly  constant  throughout  and  is  primarily  oarK  greens  anS" 
seasonal  reds,  and  rusts  of  the  scrub  oak. ^ L 


Modifications  are  limited  to  a  road  system  tor  viewing  the  canyon  below 


and  ranger  stations.  These  do  not  impair  tne  scenic  quality,  and  as  a 
result  the  area  appears  natural  and  interesting. 


Views  are  panoramic  towards  the  top  or  slopes,  views  into  ine-  canyon 


itself  are  limited  and  would  be  seen  -at  the  rim  of  the  slopes  where  the 
land  falls  away  to  Gunnison  River. .^ 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modificotion  }  2 


Medium 


Low 


-3 


0 


0 


0 


-4 


Rationoie  or 
Explanation 


3-dramatic/uniform 

3-c;nnP       diversity 
1-site  specific 


2-little  diversity 
3-limited  at  the  rim 
1-coninon 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
CI  OSS  B  12-18 
Class  C       I  I  or  Less 


2-none 


SQRU 

019a 


Fina 


nJ^ 


Ratit 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


15 


/"\ 


A,   B.  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOF^M 


District 


Montrose 


Planning   Unit         Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge 
Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    020-Squaw  Creek_ 
Film:      Roll   #  4  Frame  #       20,21 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


Ji/l/i9_ 


E  va  1  u  a  to  r  ( s  )^__ML_Di. 


Time  of  Day       11:00  a. 

Wpather_      sunny 

Na rrow  Valley       


General   Narrative:        This   unit  is  located  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the^ 


Cimarron  and  Gunnison  Gorge  Plan-HTnQnjtTIThouaJLle^^^  a  narrow  vjlley. 
Tn^HrTdifinite  vallerTT^^^_Ratherjlis_a_lV"   shaped  unit  defined 
-nT-TnaUaTtr  nt  -trrply  -Inpirn  cnHPw;.n<;.      r.nrvilinear  in  nature,   it 


-oTfers-T-yariety  of  spatiTTg^p^FTeHces  to  those__whb_travel   Route  50  which 
h-ic;prts  the  unit  and  is    located  in  tne  valley  bottom.         _ 


The  sidesiopes  are  covered  wi  Ui"TWTg7£L!iggMlX£-lP^^^  consisting. 
ht   ^nmP  Rverureens.   scruF-Qalc'-and  scatt-eregTWoHTTniTII^  narrow  floor_ 


"contains  cottonwoods  and  some  willows  "^^^hTdrfollwTEIcyrv^^ 
Creek,  an  intermittent  stream. 


Views  are  primarily  containea  within  the  unit,  aitnough  in  some  sections 
dramatic  views  of  the  rocky  side  slope  of  Poverty  Mesa  are  preserve 


r.nlnrs  are  intense  in  fall   with  many  yellows,   golds   and  greens  but  are. 


seasonal    in  nature.     No  modifications  exist  other  than  Route  50.     As  a 
result  the  area  appears  natural   and   is  visually  Interesting. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriale  Level) 
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Vegelolion 


High 
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Color 


Influence 
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2- rolling,   undulating      q^^j  ^      19-33 

3-variety  ", 

"zTintermittent   (dominantf}'"^  B       \2zj3. 


1-Poverty  Mesa 


SQRU 
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1/ 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


IS 


^^ 


~K7T,  or  C" 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORr 


District 


Montrose 


Date 


inii'^ 


Planning  Unit    Gunnison  Gorge 


Fvaluator(s)    MF,  OS 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  021-Poverty  Mesa __^ 

sidesTope 
Film:  Roll  #      4    Frame  #  18,19,20         Time  of  Day n^5b_^ 


Weather    clear 


Landscape  Character: 


Mesa  (sideslope  -  steep) 


General  Narrative:   This  rating  unit  consists  of  the  south-facing  <^idp-;lnpes 


of  Poverty  Mesa  just  above  Squaw  Creek.  These  slopes  are  relatively  steep 
and  rise  approximately  IQOQ'  above  the  creek  bottom, 


Large  blocks  of  exposed  volcanic  rock  jut  up  from  the  slopes  to  form  dramatic 


red  Outcrops.   Ihese  rocks  are  a  pleasant  contrast  to  the  brown  soils, 
scattered  ^rey-qreen  snruDs  ana  isolated  dark  green  pines. 


Ihe  only  water  present  on  the  slopes  consist  of  a  few  trickles  of  runoff 
from  melting  snow.  


Viewed  from  along  Highway  50  in  the  vallev  below  this  sidpslnpe  is  visually 
pleasing  with  its  eye-catching  rock  outcrops  and  high  vertical  relief. 


Apart  from  the  valley  itself,  plays^a  small  role  in  the  ovprall  scenic 


quality. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


.3 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explonotion 


4-dramatic  relief 
2-scattered 


0-none 


0 


3-seasonal ,   rocks 
l-yalley  and  mtns. 


1-not  scarce 


2-none 


Subtotal 


.  =  Total 


13 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 

19-33 

Class  B 

12-18 

Class  C 

1  1  or  Less 

SQRU        Fine]  Ratin 

_0_21_J_  B 

A,   B,   or  L       - 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Montrose 


Gunnison  Gorge 


Planning  Unit  

Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     Q22-Crystal^reek_ 
Film:     Roll  #         4 Frame  i     23,  24 


Landscape  Character; 


Date    3/7/79 


Fvflluator(s)  MF,  DS 


Time  of  Day   3:00  p.m. 
Weather sunny 


Broad  Vaney/Roll  ing  Hills 


General  Narrative:   Crystal  Valley  is  situated  in  the  eastern  corner  of  the — 
Gunnison  Gorge  Planning  umt.  Running  northeast  to  southwest,  this  valley 


is  about  1-1/2  miles  wide  and  4  miles  long.  It  gentlv  slopps  down  nn  hnth 


sides  to  Crystal  Creek  which  bisects  the  unit.  There  are  no  outstanding 
landtorm  Teatures  within  the  unit. 


•vegetation  consists  oT  extensive  groves  ot  aspen  where  the  land  has  not  been 
xl eared  tor  grazing  purposes,  uottonwoodf  extend  in  finger-like  projections 


down  from  the  steeper  sideslopes  of  the  valley  located^lust  outside  th£- 


plannmg  umt. 


A  few  ranches  are  situated  within  tnis  val ley  and  are  not  a  dominant  focal 
"n;7;r.;c  Of"^  Lrdfibimssion  line  crosses  the  unit  and  does  not  detract  from 
fiiJ  bteiiiL  qudlliy  ut  the  umt.  Views  extend  to  the  nearby  steeper  hill 

T-T — ■ 1 ^~,  (-  /^^i.  i_-j T   n I.  .,u™*u  .-^^«^  ,^..»w^  ir»nn  -P^/^+•  nK/~^^/Q  -i-ha 


the  rocky  outcrop  of  Cathedral  Peak  which  rises  nypr  1000  fppt  ahnvp  the 
valley  floor. 


s  and 


I  he  area 


the  fall 


apepars  qui-te  natural  and  would  offer  a  great  display  of  color  in 
and  spring,  ihough  fiarly  typical  in  this  region  it  is  visually 


Interesting  due  to  contrasting  textures  and  coloTs 


Score  (Circle  Appropriale  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 
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Influence 
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Cultural  Modification 
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-3 


Low 


Rationole  or 
Expionofion 

2-qently  rolling 
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0 


0 


0 


■A 
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Scenic  Guaiity 
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Class  A      19:33 
Class  B       12-18      " 
Class  C       1  I  or  Less 
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1 


Subtotal 


1-transmission  line_ 
12 
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=  Total 


X~B,   or  C 


Final  Ratir 


i 


SCENIC  QU 


RY  FORfsrt 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  023-Castle  Rock 
Film:     Roll  #         ^ 


Frame  #    25,26,28,29,30. 
3«737 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    3/8/79 


Fvaluator(s)    OS,  MP 


Time  of  Day   10:0.0  a.m. 
Weather   sunny' 


Mountains/Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative: 


This  unit  is  composed  of  low  mnnntaing;  whjrh  fnrm  a, 


transition  zone  between  the  higher  peaks  and  mountains  above  and  the  smnllpr.. 

knolls  at  the  edge  of  the  valley  below.  These  intermediatp  mmmtains  are 

composed  of  rounded  ridges,  gentle  slopes  and  an  occasional  short  v-shaped — 


val ley. 


Near  the  northern  end  or  the  unit,  vegetation  consists  primarily  of  pinyon 
and  some  Juniper,  bteeper  hillsides  are  nearly  barren.  Towards  the 


southern  end,  shrub  species  tend  to  dominate  the  l^ndsraop  and  trees  hpcnme 
less  frequent  in  occurrence.  On  the  higher  slopes  of  the  unit  aspen  groves 


increase  in  density  with  rise  in  elevation  and  eventually  change  into  the 
thick  groves  of  the  mountains  beyond.  Seasonal  change  of  aspen  leaf  color 
lends  interest  to  the  area.  ___II 


No  cultural  intrusions  are  apparent  in  this  unit. 
bodies  of  water  are  evident. 


No  permanent  or  dominant 


Ihe  higher  mountains  beyond  the  unit  dominate  these  lower  hills  although 

they  are  not  uncommon  or  possess  exceedingly  striking  characteristics. 

These  lower  hills  are  not  unusual  or  uncommon  in  this  planning  unit. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High 


Medium 


'Water 


Color 


Influence 
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Cultural  Modification 


-3 


Low 


0 
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Scenic  Quality 
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Subtotal 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORIVf 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  024-Onion  Valley 
Film:  Roll  f     ^      Frame  #  27,29.30,31,34 


Landscape  Character: 


Date          3/7/79 

Fvaluator(s)     DS,  MF 

fSt,' 

TimP  of  Day         4:00p.m. 
wp.ther        2unny  " 

Broad  Valley 

General  Narrative: 


Along  the  northeastern  edge  of  Fruitland  Mesa,  Onion  Creek 


flows  through  a  broad,  nearly  level  valley  that  slopes  very  slightly  to  the 
northeast.  Tn  thp  past  nf  the  valley  Cathedral  Peak  and  ad.ioinina  mountains 


arise  behind  gently  rolling  toothiils.  Short  series  of  small  barren  knolls 
appear  periodically  along  the  valley  edge  just  below,  the  foothills, 


Vegetation  consists  of  sagebrush  and  willow  stands  intermingled  with  a  few 
pines  and  jumpers.  A  Tew  mature  cottonwoods  are  scattered  along  the  valley. 
-tjuttom  nyar  the  stream  course,  borne  ot  the  lowland  in  the  valley  has  been 


"cleared  tor  planting  ot  hay  or  wheat  while  still  other  areas  arT  used^or_ 
'cattle  pasture!  Seasonal  color  variation  is  present  although  not  a  dominant 
factor.      ~  III~IIZZZ_IIZZI_-^ 


Some  homes  and  outbuildings  are  present  in  the  valley  as  well  as  Gniild  RpsprvQ-ir- 
which  covers  approximately  1/2  of  the  section.  The  reservoir  has  no  dis- 


tinctive. features  although  it  probably  serves  as  a  refuae  or  resting  place 
tor  water  tow! .      [ 


'A  transmission  line  corridor  travels  the  length  of  the  valley  but  does  not 
form  a  ma.ior  intrusion  since  the  towers  are  not  easily  seen.    


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  iNVENTORY  FOPiil 


District               Montrose 

Planninq  Unit            Gunnison  Gorge 

Scenic  Duality  Ratinq   Unit    025-Fruit1and  Mesa 

Film:     Roll   #          4                Frame  #     32,33,35 

5                                                Li,LL,LI 

9                                   26 

Date 


Landscape  Character: 


3/7/79 


Evaluator(s)      MP,   OS 


Time  of  Day         4:00  p.m. 
Weather       clear 

Mesa 


General  Narrative: 


Fruitland  Mesa  is  bounded  on  the  north  by  the  Smith  Fork 


River  and  by  Onion  Valley  to  the  east  and  drops  into  Gunni<^nn  Gnrop  Mnmiment 

on  the  southwest.  This  is  a  large  expanse  of  upland  which  has  a  sliahtlv 

rolling  topography  and  which  slopes  slightly  to  the  north. 


Vegetation  consists  of  a  fairly  uniform  cover  of  pinvon  .juniper  with  a  grass 
understory.  There  appears  to  be  minimal  variation  in  the  plant  communities. 
Some  ot-  the  natural  vegetation  has  been  removed  for  agriculture  proposes. 


Water,  when  present  is  a  very  minor  part  of  the  visual  experience. Color.. 

variety  is  limited  to  shades  of  green,  some  brown  from  the  soil  and  the 
blue  of  the  sky.  


The  position  of  the  mesa  above  the  lower  valleys  provides  for  a  panoramic 
view  of  adjacent  scenery.  Catherdral  Peak,  Landsend  Peak  and  other  lesser 
mountains  can  be  seen  in  the  distance. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriale  Level) 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit       Gunnison  Gorge 

Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit      026-^aher  _ 
Film:     Roll   #  5  Frame  i         8,9_ 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


3/8/79 


rvaluator(s)        MF,   PS 


Time  of  Day : 


9:00  a.m. 


Weather   sunny 
Broad  Valley 


General  Narrative: 


This  unit  is  a  broad  valley  situated  east  of  Fruitland  Mesa 


[1 


and  below  Landsend  and  Saddle  Peaks  to  north  and  east, Primarily  gpntlv 

rolling  in  nature,  the  valley  contains  finger-like  pro.iections  of_un^ 

stratified  sedimentary  formations  lUU  feet  in  height  that  extend  from  the 


area  to  the  east  (unit  0Z3j.  One  small  mound  is  seen  in  the  middle  of  the 
valley  just  west  of  Maher,  a  small  community  cnnsistino  of  one  post  nffire. 


The  vaiieyTs  primarily  used  for  graTing,  "and  as  such  has  little  natural 

vegetation.  What  veleTarion"TlTiere~lT"consists  or  isolated  patches  of  pinyon. 
■juniper  assoTTations.  ~  ^ . 


Muddy  Creek,  Alkali  and  Irn  Creeks  drain  the  vallev  hut  are  rplativelv  in- 
significant. Pinyon  juniper  associations  follow  these  curvilinear  strPrim 
courses  as  well  as  a  few  isolated  cottonwoods.  Vipws  are  panoramic  to  the 


norm  ana  east.  Views  ot  the  surrounding  Landsend  and  Saddle  Peaks,  along 


With  Ustle  Kock  add  to  the  scenic  quality  of  this  relatively  uninteresting 
valley.  ''      '  '. 


One  transmission  line  crosses  the  v^IIpv  and  Hetrrirts  f^nm  the  srpnir- 


quality  somewhat,  but  is  not  a  ma.ior  intrusion. 


The  area  in  general  is  relatively  uninteresting  and  owes  much  to  thp- 
surroundinq  adjacent  scenery. 


Score  (Circle  Approprlale  Level) 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORW 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit         Gunnison  Gorge 

Scenic  Quality   Rating   Unit  027-Crawford  Reservoir 


Film:     Roll  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  #       10-15 


Date       3/8/79 


Fvaluator(s)        PS,  MP 


Time  of  Day      10:30.  a.m. 

Weather       sunny 

Reservoir 


General  Narrative:    Crawford  Reservoir  is  a  comparatively  large  body  of  water 
situated  along  the  western  edge  or  Maher  Valley.  Small  hills  covered  with 
jumper  forest  abutt  the  reservoir  on  its  westprn  ^idp.     On  all  nthpr  siries.. 

the  landscape  is  slightly  rolling  and  slopes  si iqhtlv  upward  along  the 

valley  floor.  Vegetation  along  these  sides  consists  of  a  few  immature 


cottonwoods  and  scattered  pines  pasture  and  cropland  fill  the  valley  bevond, 
Waterfowl  and  wildnte  probably  utilize  the  reservoir  seasonally. 


The  size  of  the  reservoir  and  the  presencp  nf  latrines  and  pirnir  .tahlps- 

suggest  that  the  area  is  used  for  fishing,  picnicking  and  small  craft 

boating  during  favorable  weather. 


Ihe  mountains  and  hills- in  the  distance  provide  interesting  scenerv  to  be 
enjoyed  while  visiting  the  site. 


Other  small  reservoirs  are  present  in  this  area  but  are  insignificant  in 
comparison  to  the  extent  of  Crawford  Reservoir.      _J 


Color  contrast  is  provided  by  warm  brown  soil,  bluish-green  junipers, 
blue  Sky  and  the  changing  texture  ot  the  reflective  water. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORfl 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit        Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    028-Red  Canyon 
Film:     Roll  #  5  Frame  #        16,19,20,23 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


3/8/79 


Evaluator{s) 

DS,   MF 

Time  of  Day 

ny 

12:00  noon 

WPather       ^^" 

Canyon 

General  Narrative:    Red  Canyon  and  Smith  Fork  Canyon  both  traverse  east-west  and 
terminate  at  the  Black  Canyon  ot  tne  bunmson  to  the  west.  Both  canyons 


diSect  and'break  the  continuity  ot  Fruitland  Mesa,  a  large  ,  uplifted,  gently 
blupiny  iilesa: — Ihese  canyons  have  steepiy  sloping  sidewalls  dropping  400  to 


800'  to  relatively  flat  vallev  floors.    Typically  north  flspprt^  are . — 

sloping  in  a  regular  or  uniform  pattern,  where  snnthern  Rspects  havp  mfl'^sivp 
vertical  rock  outcrops  with  talus  slopes  beneath. . 


"Distinct  sedimentary  layers  dTsplay  many  colors  from  reds  to  greys  to  tans 
on  these  southern  aspects.  Cottonwoods,  willows  and  other  water  oriented 


species  follow  the  curvihTTear  patter  ot  both  rivers  disecting  the  canyon 


views  are  totally  enclosed  throughout  these  units.  No  major  intrusions  are, 
located  within  these  areas.  The  major  land  use  is  grazing  in  the  fertile 


valley  floor.   Hie  area  appears  quite  natural  and  is  visually  interesting. 


Vegetation  occurs  with  aspects.  North  farina  slopes  are  modpratplv  rnvprpH 
with  pinyon-juniper  associations,  while  southern  asoerts  have  little  if  anv 
vegetative  cover. — 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Mnntrn'^p 


Planning  Unit 


Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    029-Scenic  Mesa, 
Film:     Roll   #  5  Frame  #     17.18,27 


_2£_ 


Landscape  Character: 


Date         3/8/79 
Evaluator(s) 


OS,  MF 


Time  of  Dav__12:00.noon 


Upflther   sunny 
Mesa 


General  Narrative:    Very  similar  in  formation  tn  Fniit.land  Mesa. — Srpnir  Mpsr 
is  an  upland  area  of  pinvon-juniper  woodland,  Hnwpver  Srpnir  Mpsr^  rlnes  nnt 

reach  the  height  or  extent  of  Fruitland  Mesa.  Nor  is  th»  pin^^P  -Junippr 

vegetation  as  extensive  as  on  Fruitland  MesaT . 


Instead  much  of  Scenic  Mesa  has  been  treated  to  rpmnvp  the  nRtiiral  vpgptfltinn 
and  much  of  the  land  has  been  given  over  to  grazing,  pasture  nr  rrnoland. 


t-or  further  detail  please  see  UZb   writeup. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  03Q-North  Forl<_ 
Film:  Roll  #   5        Frame  ^   24, 3Q 


Landscape  Character: 


Date     VR/7q 


Fvaluator(s)  n^,  MP 


Time  of  Day    12:30  p. 
Weather    sunny 


River  Valley/Canyon 


General  Narrative:   This  unit  is  made  up  of  the  North  Fork  of  the  Gunnison 


"which  flows  east  to  west  and  the  Gunnison  River  as  itflows  north  out  of 
the  BiacK  uanyon.  


These  two  rivers  have  carved  through  the  landscape  creating  a  canvon  which 
vanes  in  depth  from  300  to  600  feet. _ 


The  entire  river  meanders  through  this  landscape  and  is  a  dominant  scenic 


el ement.  The  valley  pattern  varies  in  width,  with  extremely  narrow  sections 
and  wider  along  the  insides  of  curves  in  the  river.       . 


Vegeianon  is  sparse -on  the  hillsides  and  consists  of  pinyon  juniper,  while 
the  valley  floor  contains  cottonwoods,  willows,  and  other  aquatic  species7 


Views  are  enclosed  totally  except  at  the  ends  of  the  canvon  environment. 


There  are  no  intrusions  which  maintains  an  appearance  of  naturalnps?  and 


ruggedness  to  the  canyon. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriole  Level) 


'The  eastern  secgon]lscujt_by__the~TJorth   Fork  -  the  sidewalls  are  moderately    , — 

to  steeply  slopTng~with  IntermecTTate  benche?  between  dramatic  drops.     As  the __j^ 

"GunnTson  River  joins  the  North  hork,   the~canyon  is  deeper  but  still   has 

moderate  to  steep  sidewalls.     Kock  outcrops  along  with  sandstone  formations 

are  common  througnout.  ~~~~~IIIIZI——^^^ -■ 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORIV^ 


District 


Mnnt.rnsp 


Date 


3/10/79 


Planning  Unit     Gunnison  Gorge 


Evaluator(s)    PS,  MF 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  031-Peach  Valley  Foothills 


Film:  Roll  #    5 


Frame  i  34,36 


Time  of  Day   4:00.  p.m. 


"8" 


5,6,11 


Weather 


clear 


Landscape  Character: 


Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:  Above  Peach  Valley  a  series  of  low  rolling  fnnthiiic:  n>pc: 
to  the  east.  These  hills  appear  to  form  an  unlifted  area  tilting  Hnwn  intn 
the  valley  and  traveling  its  length.  Shallow  drainages  lie  nearly  parallel 

to  each  other  and  give  the  hills  an  aPDearanrp  nf  dinhtiy  iVragniar 

corrugated  paper. . 


This  rolling  topography  is  covered  by  a  pinyon  juniper  woodland  and  open 

areas  of  shrub  and  grass.  Juniper  woodlands  dense  near  the  hilltops,  open 
up  further  down  the  slopes  gradually  giving  way  to  grass  and  shrub  vegetation 
common  to  valley  lands.  The  short  shallow  drainages  support  thicker  juniper 
stands  throughout  their  length. 


Ked  sandstone  outcrops  occur  near  the  southern  end  of  the  unit. 


No  outstanding  cultural  modifications  are  present  in  the  unit. 


It  should  be  noted  that  low  adobe  hills  prerpde  the  fnnthills. — The  foothills 
do  not  grade  directTv  into  the  valley  floor.   A  p^nnramir  view  nf  mnimtains 
and  valleys  can  be  seen  from  the  foothills. . . . ■ 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FO 


Vi 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   032-Red  Rock  ._ 
Film:  Roll  #     8      Frame  #    12,13 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s) 

MP,   DS 

Time  of  Day 
Weather    sunny 

4: 00, p.m. 

Mountains 

General  Narrative:   These  mountains  slope  to  south  and  west  from  the  rim  top 

of  the  Black  Canyon  of  the  Gunmson.  These  sideslopes  are  moderate  to 

steeply  sloping  and  contain  a  tew  massive  rock  outcrops  at  the  crest  or 

ridge  top  ot  the  unit.  With  elevations  from  7800'  sloping  to  6400',  thest 

slopes  are  dominant  elements  wnen  seen  trom  the  valley  floor. 


They  are  covered  primarily  with  sol  id  stands  of  pinyon  .iuniper  associations 

and  have  little  apparent  diversity.  Some  scattered  scrub  oak  are  the 

understory,  but  are  not  visually  evi'dent  from  any  far  distance.     — 


Colors  are  generally  solid  dark  greens.  Red  rock  outcrops  contrast  to  the 
vegetation  and  break  up  the  dominance  of  the  vegetationT 


Views  are  quite  extensive  to  the  south,  west,  and  north  from  the  sideslopes, 
Atop  the  crest  ot  this  area,  views  ot  the  magnificant  Black  Canyon  are 


common. 


No  intrusions  exist,-  and  as  such  the  rugged,  natural  appearance  is  kept 


intact. 


A  few  creeks  drain  the  area  but  are  not  noticeable. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORrv 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit    Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  033  Below  Red  Rocks 

Film:  Roll  #   Unable  to  Photograph 

Frame  #  _^^___ 


Landscape  Character; 


Date 


3/10/79 


Evaluator(s)  ^^ '   ^^' 


Time  of  Day   4:00  pm 
Weather     sunny 


Narrow  Vallev 


General  Narrative:  This  unit  is  situated  below  the  Red  Rocks  of  unit  032. 

Characterized  as  a  narrow  valley .,  this  area  is  one  of  the  drainages  for  the 


upper  slopes  or  ridge  to  the  Black  Canyon, 


Serving  as  a  transitionary  landform  between  the  upper  slopes  and  the 
badlands  to  the  southwest,  this  area  contains  similar  elements  of  both 


landscapes.  It  contains  some  badland  areas  which  are  eroded  and  unvegetated. 


while  the  northeastern  segments  of  the  unit  beyond  the  stream  coarse  are 
less  disected  and  contain  small,  isolated  stands  of  pinvon/  juniper. 


The  stream  coarse  bisecting  the  unit  is  well  defined  due  to  the  narrow 

distinct  sidewalls  which  have  been  eroded  in  the  past.  The  stream  is  intermittent 


and  would  have  varying  degrees  of  dominance  throughout  the  seasons. 

Vistas  are  pimarily  focal  views  of  the  upper  slopes  to  the  Black  Canyon  ridge. 

Outside  influences  upon  the  scenic  quality  are  positive  due  to  the  contrasts 

in  vegetation,  color,  and  topography. of  these  adjacent  landforms.  Overall  the  unit 


is  not  outstanding,  but  does  contain  a  variety  of  landscape  elements. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


y! 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit         Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit      034-Redlands  Mesa 
Film:     Roll  #  5  Frame  i     31.32.33 


Landscape  Character: 


Date        3/9/79 


Evaluator(s)   DS,  MF 


Time  of  Day         10^00  a-"^- 


Weather     sunny,  dear 


Mesa 


General  Narrative:   Mesas  are  a  common  landform  in  the  Gunnison  Gorge  Planning 
Unit  and  Redlands  Mesa  is  similar  in  most  respects  to  the  other  largemesas 

ot  the  umt.  Nearly  level  on  top  with  very  slightly  rolling  sideslopes  the 

mesa  provides  a  high  vantage  point  tor  viewing  the  valley  below  and  the 


mountains  beyond.  Along  its  southern  edge  the  sideslopes  of  Redlands 


Mesa  descend  onto  the  top  of  yet  another  small  benchlike  mesa  called 
Shamrock  Mesa. 


Vegetation  varies  between  natural  stanas~of  pinyQ-rrjiIniper  wood la"n"d  and 

"  ~~H~TevrTruit  orchards  have  been  established  on  the 


"open,  cultivated  fields 


mesa  top. — Sheep  and  cattle  graze  in  pastures  on  the  top  and  sideslopes.  bide- 
slup!^  urdiiidyeb  cind  Some  undlstut^b^d  park  like  areas  on  top  support  dense  stands 


of  tall  Big  Sagebrush. 
steads  and  farms. 


Cottonwoods  occur  near  the  widely  scattered  home- 


Cultural  intrusions  consist  of 


No  bodies  of  water  are  evident  on  the  mesa. 

only  powerlines  servicing  the  various  residences.  Color  contrast  is  seasonal 
and  a-^snriated  with  orchards  or  other  agricultural  practices.       


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landfornn 


High 


Medium 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


-3 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explonation 


1-minor  sideslopes 


0-none 


2 -seasonal 


0 


-^ 


3-panoramic 


1-common 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Cioss  A      19-33 
Class  B       12-18      ^  | 
Cioss  C      M  or  Less 
Final  Rotrr 
n1^ 


2-farms  only 


Q34_ 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


11 


/7\ 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Mnntrose 


Planning  Unit 


Gijnnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  035-Roqer5  Mesa 
Film:     Roll   #  5  Frame  i     25,26,29 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


3/8/79 


Fvaluator(s)        mf^   n^ 


Time  of  Day        3:00  p.m. 
Weather         sunny 

Mesa 


General  Narrative:    Rogers  Mesa  situated  in  the  northeastern  corner  of  the 

Gunnison  Gorge  Planning  Unit  is  typical  of  many  areas  throughout  this  region. 
This  mesa  gently  slopes  to  the  south  and  terminates  at  the  North  Fork. River. 

rhere  art,  no  outstanding  landtorm  reatures  throughout  this  area  although  it 

does  have  some  panoramic  views  to  the  south  and  east. 


It  is  dominated  by  extensive  orchards,  the  primary  land  use  on  this  upland 
area.  -Cottonwoods  and  tew  pinyon  pine  are  situated  in  areas  where  land  has 
not  been  cleared  tor  the  aominant  lana  use. 


Few  intermittent  creeks  drain  the  mesa  and  are  not  a  dominant  feature  in 


this  landscape. 


Adjacent  scenery,  as  noted  before,  is  panoramic  to  the  south,  with  views 
of  the  extensive  Fruitland  Mesa,  and  to  the  east  with  views  of  the  higher 
mountainous  areas. 


The  area  has  been  extensively  modified  in  terms  of  vegetation,  though 
remains  natural  in  landform  elements.  Visually  It  is  common  and  un 


interesting.  Colors  in  the  fall  from  the  orchards  will  greatly  enhance  the 
unit,  but  only  on  a  seasonal  basis. 


Score  (Circ!( 

s  Appropriate  L 

evel) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

1-uniform 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

I 

3-extensive  orch 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

0-none 

A 

Color 

5 

3 

i 

3-seasonal 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

2 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

! 

1 

7 

Cullurai  Modification 

2 

0 

-k 

1-orchards 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C   M  oi  Less 


SQBU 

iB5 


Final  Ratri 
nI--   'I 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


11 


TTB,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


ilonlrosfL 


Planning  Unit 


Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  036-Sulphur  GiTlch^ 
Film:     Roll  #         5  Frame  #    36  


"273 


Landscape  Character: 


Date         3/9/79 


Evaluator(s) 

MF, 

DS 

Time  of 

Day 

sunny 

10 

:00 

a.m. 

Weather 

Rolling 

Hills 

General   Narrative:  This  unit  consists  of  a  series  of  rolling  hjllsthat^re^,^. 

highly  disected  due  to  their  unstratlfie^jediii^tan^^  - 


while  other  areas  are  tairly  rugged,   pdriicurarTl^wnere  me  siupu.    loll  .. 


away  from  Shamrock  Mesa. 


l/^^gtiti^rii-TOT?rantly  grass  landT-No  trees  or  sWn^bs_ar^mca^gg^ 


4g|^:^^;-n[^^tiFT5U?s¥?"^?^^                           as  such  appear^TQ-TTenrTF 
with  the  topography  ot  tne  unit. 


colors  and  shades  constantly  chanoe  through  the  dy.^Keds^ight  browns 
ypllows.  greys  and  golds  highlight  these  hills  and  combined  with  tne  lop^ 
qraphy  are  the  areas  most  interesting  reatures. 


,H„„,  ...  n.nor.a,c  to  the  east,  west,  and  snorter  ourauun^totnesou^ 


vipws  are  panur    a   u    tu    one  cuo^,   ..^-. ^^^   ■^•■•^  —     ^ , — _ — , — _ — _j_— -— 

These  add  somewhat  to  the  scenic-guimr^rtHrilifn:.     No  maj^  mtrusions" 
exist,  and  thus  the  area  appears  natural.  . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High    Medium 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Low 


-3 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


2-rolling 


1 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A     19::33 
Class  B      12^18   "  I 
Class  C       I  I  or  Les 


0 


-i» 


SQRU 

036- 


Finci!  Rol 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


TTB,  or  C 


'^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORK 


District 


Montrose 


Date 


3/9/79 


Planning  Unit 


Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     037-Lawhead  Valley 
Film:     Roll   #  5  Frame  #     35 


T 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)   MP,  PS 


Time  of  Day 


10:00  a.m. 


Weather   sunny 


Valley/Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:   This  unit  is  situated  below  Redlands  Mesa  in  the  north 


and  above  the  Gunnison  River  in  the  smith. Tt  apppRrs  as  a  small- 
elevated  valley,  as  well  as  a  series  of  vpry  gpntly  rnlUng  hi1-l^_ 
There  are  no  outstanding  features  within  the  unit. 


Vegetation  is  dominantly  grasslands.  No  trees  exist  within  thp  unit. — 
It  is  much  like  unit  036  to  the  east  without  the  highly  dlssprtpH  hills 
characteristic  of  that  area.  I_^^ 


Views  are  panoramic  in  most  directions  and  add  to  the  scenic  quality  of 
this  uninteresting  area.  ~~IZ^IZZZIZIZIZZ_I___I! 


No  water  features  or  Intrusions  are  located  within  the  unit.  As  siirh  thp_ 


area  appears  fairly  natural.  The  major  use  of  the  area  Is  grazing  and 
does  not  affect  the  scenic  quality  by  disturbing  soils  or  changing  natural 
vegetation.    ~~ZIIIIZIZZIIZIII^ 


As  with  unit  UJb  and  U3b  Route  ^Z   bisects  the  unites  it  traverses  east- 
west  from  HotcnKiss  to  Delta. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegetation 


Woter 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


High 


Cultural  Modification 


6 


Medium 


-3 


Low 


0 


0 


0 


-4 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


1 


1 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Closs  B  12-18 

Class  C  11  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rath 


J337. 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


A,   B,   or  C 


/J. 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  Q38-Ler.oux  Creek 
Film:  Roll  #     5     Frame  #  28 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


3/8/79 


Evaluator(s)_ 


MP,  DS 


Time  of  Day   4:00.p.m. 


Weather_  sunny 
Narrow  Valley 


General  Narrative:    Leroux  Creek  is  a  small  creek  bisecting  Rogers  Mesa  and 
Burrow  Mesa.  With  moderate  sloping  siaewalls  and  a  narrow  valley  floor, 


Leroux  C^6ek  is  not  a  dominant  element  in  tne  region.   Ihis  creek  flows  north 
to  south  emptying  into  the  North  Fork  just  west  of  the  community  of  Hotchkiss. 


Hinyon  pine-jumper  associations  are  dominant  in  the  sideslope  while  cotton- 
wnnd.s.  willows  and  scrub  oak  tollow  the  curvilinear  stream  course. 


Views  are  enclosed  and  are  not  visually  interesting.  A  few  residences.. are, 
located  atop  the  sTdewalls,  otherwise  major  intrusions  located  in  the  unit_ 


consist  of  a  junkyard  supported  by  the  hilltop  residences.  This  intrusion  is 
localized  and  would  have  a  more  substantial  impact  it  located  within  the 


val ley  tloow. — As  it  is.  it  does  not  attect  the  scenic  quality  greatly  due 
to  its  location  atop  tne  sideslope.         "^^      ''         ' 


UveralU  the  area  is  not  exceptional  in 


scenic  quality  even  though  it  appears  fairly  natural. 


Score  (Circli 

s  Appropriate  L 
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" 

High 
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Rationole  or 
Explanotion 

! 

Londform 

5 

3 

1 

2 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

i 

3 

^ 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

l-seasona1 

h 

Color 

5 

3 

I 

2--seasonal 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

0 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2             0 

-A 

1-junkyard 

Scenic  QuoUty 
Classification 

CIoss  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18   * 

Class  C  I  I  or  Less 

5QRU  Fino!  Ratin 

038        C ^ 


Subtola! 


=  Total 


-10- 


/A 


A,  B,  or  L 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORfVf 


District 


Montrose 


Date 


3/9/79 


Planning  Unit     Gunnison  Gorge  &  Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  039-Antelope  Hill 
Film:      Roll   #         6  Frame  #    4.11,12.14 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)        PS.  MP 


Time  of  Day        1:0Q  P-M. 

Weather   sunny,  clear 

Hill 

-includes  Cedar  Mesa  Extension 


General  Narrative:  The  southern  extension  of  Cedar  Mesa  is  quite  similar  to 
Antelope  Hill.  Both  rise  about  400;  above  the  valley  which  contains  Orchard 
City.  These  hills  are  rounded  in  form  with  moderately  sloping  sides.  Some 


areas  along  the  sideslopes  have  been  moderately  to  severely  eroded  where  weaker 
rock  has  given  way.  These  eroded  areas  support  little  if  any  vegetation. 


Sagebrush  grasses  and  minor  shrubs  covered  the  remaining  hillsides.  Cottonwoods 
and  extensive  orchards  are  present  atop  Antelope  Hill.  A  small  transmission 
'line  coriridor  runs  the  length  or  Antelope  Hill  in  a  southward  direction.  A 
truit  stand  ana  nouses  are  present. 


From  the  top  of  the  unit  rolling  hills  can  be  seen  beyond  broad  valleys.  

Grand  Mesa  can  be  seen  to  the  west.  Aspen-covered  mountains  can  be  seen  in  pano- 
ramic view  on  all  other  sides.  


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scorcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


-3 


0 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale' or 
Explanation 


2-rounded  hill 


2-trees  are  few 


0-none 


3-orchards 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       I  1  or  Less 


2-Grand  Mesa,   Valleys     SQpU        Final  Rating- 


Subtotal 


1-transmission  lin( 
11 


n1/ 

_i]39 


=  Total 


A,    B,   or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORr. 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit   Gunnison  Gorge  &  Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  040-Qrchard  City 
Film:  Roll  #     6     Frame  #  5,  15-20^ 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


March  9,  1979 


Evaluator(s)   PS,  MF 


Time  of 

Day 

12 

30 

p. 

m. 

Weather 

clear 

Valley 

General  Narrative:    Orchard  City  is  an  incorporated  area  filling  the  lower  end 

of  a  broad  valley  bounded  on  the  south  by  the  Gunnison  River,  by  Antelope  Hill 

on  the  east  and  by  the  mesas  and  hills  on  the  west  which  form  an  intermediate 

zone  between  the  valley  and  Grand  Mesa. . 


The  valley  has  been  totally  given  over  to  various  agricultural  practices  in- 
cluding pasture,  hayfields  and  orchards.  _Home_s  and  ranches  are  scattered^ 


throughout- the  valley":  Two  rural  commumtTin  Orchard  City  and  Cedari_dgej_ 
havp  sma I  I' business  districts  ana  associated  residential  areas. 


Surface  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  Gunnison  River  bissects  the  valley. — Cottonwood, 
groves  line  the  main  course  of  the  creek.  Towards  the  north  the  valley  narrows  . 
and  native  scrub  oak  vegetation  replaces  cultivated  fields  and  pastures. „ 


Above  the  valley,  aspen-covered  slopes  can  be  seen  to  the  north. Grand  Mesa 

looms  in  the  distance  to  the  west  above  lower  mesas  and  hills. 


Cultural  intrusions,  apart  from  the  developed  communities  consist  of  a  con-  

struction  company  gravel  pit,  several  trailer  parks,  a  power  company  substation 
and  transmission  lines  and  poles.  . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Veoetation 


:5 


Water 


Color 


High 


Medium    Low 


r 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cuiturol  Modification 


-3 


0 


0 
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Rationale' or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


1-valley ^ 

3-cultive  &  some  natural 
3-Surface  Creek  ^'°^^  ^ 


loss  A      19-33 


12-18 


3-orchards.   mtns,   tree^Cioss  C       M  or  Less 

2-Grand  Mesa 

1-many  broad  valleys 


Subtotal 


-3-highly  developed 
=  Total 1° 


SQBU 
040 


Final  Rating- 
C i_ 


A.   B.   or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORr^^^- 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit  Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  043-Tongue  Creek 
Film:     Roll   #  ^  Frame  #  25-29 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


3/9/79 


Evaluator(s)    OS,  MP 


Time  of  Day  5:00  p.m. 
Weather  clear 


Narrow  Valley 


General  Narrative:  Kiser  and  Sand  Creeks  join  with  Oak  Creek  to  form  Tongue  Creek 
in  a  wide,  flat  valley.  Uooe  hills  and  the  sides  lopes  ot  small  mesas  form  the 


ITT 


oderaltjly  sluplny  wans  of  the  valley. 


Hat  and  well  supplied  with  water  the  valley  floor  has  been  cultivated  for  pro- 
duction ot  hay  and  pasturage.  Cottonwood  groves  and  willow  thickets  appear  at 
irregular  intervals  along  the  bottom  and  cluster  around  homesteads.  Patches  of 
natural  vegetation  (Greasewood,  Kabbitbrusn  and  Sage)  are  interspersed  between 
cultivated  areas,   ine  sides  I  opes  or  mesas  to  the  east  are  covered  with  shrubs 


(primarily  sage)  and  grasses.  A  tew  jumpers  are  scattered  at  their  bases.  The 


dobe  hills  on  the  western  side  form  a  pleasing  rnntrast  hpraiisp  the  nrpv  and  nnld.. 
soils  can  be  clearly  seen  through  the  sparse  cover  of  salt-tolerant,  low-qrnwinq 
plants.  This  wide  variety  of  vegetation  makes  the  area  interpstina  and  provides 
color  and  texture  contrast. . 


Flowing  water  can  be  seen  periodically  throughout  the  length  of  the  unit. No_ 

major  cultural  intrusions  are  apparent.  '. 


Grand  Mesa  can  be  seen  rising  to  the  west.  Aspen  covered  slopes  stretch  to  the 
north.  Broad  val leys  and  distant  hills  can  be  seen  at  the  mouth  of  the  valley. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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Rationale  or 
Explanation 
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Color 
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0 

-4 

2 

Scenic  Quality 
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Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  I  I  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rotir 

04:2 B 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


18 


A,  B.  or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


.  Mnnt.rnsp 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante/Gunnison  Gprgg, 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     048-Harts  BasjiL 
Film:     Roll   #  6  Frame  #    13,   14 __ 


Landscape  Character: 


Date  3/9/79 


Fvaluator(s)     ^^ >   PS 


Time  of  Day        3:00p.m. 
Weather sunny 


Broad  Valley 


w.. 


General  Narrative:    This  valley  is  an  extension  of  Orchard  VbIIpv  situated — 
to  the  west.  It  is  separated  somewhat  from  Orchard  Valley  by  a  linear  ridge 

— extension  of  Cedar  Mesa  and  by  Antelope  Hill  (Unit  039).  This  valley  is 

— natural  and  has  not  been  disturbed,  and  consequently  is  what  Orchard  Valley 

— could  have  been  hke  if  it  had  not  been  so  disturbed  or  intruded  upon. It 

— IS  enclosed  on  three  sides  by  the  eages  or  mesas  and  Antelope  Hill. 


Vegetation  is  dominantly  grlsslands,  though  some  agriculture  in  the  fQaL-Of. 
orchards  does  occur. _ — — 


The  dominant  element  in  this  area  is  Fruit  Growers  Reservoir,  a  suhstrintial 
body  of  water.  It  is  not  a  recreational  area  as  such,  and  is  prohahlv  u:sed 
as  the  name  implies.  . . 


it  is  largely  natural  and  is  a  pleasant  contrast  to  the  Orchard  Valley  to  the, 
west.     ~~  "ZZZ 


See  Unit  (U4U)  tor  turtner  narrative  on  adjacent  scenery. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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Rationale  or 
Explanation 
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Scenic  Quality 
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Closs  B  12-18 
Class  C       ii  or  Less 
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l-rpl^^tivplv  rnnfined       SQRU         Final  Rotim 

2-reservoir ^^^    -  ^ 

B  - 


2-none 
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Subtotal 


=  Total 


JL£- 
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A.    B,   or  L 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Gunnison  Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  051-Currant  Creek 


Film:     Roll   # 


Frame  # 


21-23 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


3/9/79 


Evaluator(s)      MP,  PS 


Time  of  Day    3:30  p,.m. 
Weather 

Narrow  Valley 


sunny 


General  Narrative: 


Currant  Creek  is  situated  in  the  northern  part  of  the 


Gunnison  Gorge  Planning  Unit.  Mowing  nortn  to  south  Tt  has  cut  between 
Antelope  Hill  and  Uedlands  Mesa. 


"he  valley  itselt  is  relatively  narrow  and  somewhat  curvilinear.  Currant 


'Creek  is  a  meandering  intermittent  body  ot  water  which  flows  into  the  Gunnison 
■■River  at  tne  community  ot  Austin.  '  


The  sideslopes  of  the  valley  rise  approximately  300  feet  from  thp  vallev  floor 
and  gently  sloping  down  in  a  rolling  pattern.      . 


Vegetation  consists  primarily  ot  scattered  and  isolated  pi nyon  pine  on  the 


siQewalls,  while  willows,  grasses  and  sagebrush  follow  the  curvilinear  stream 


courseT 


Views  are  enclosed,  with  the  exception  of  looking  south  out  of  the  vallev. 


One  minor  pipeline  crosses  the  unit  and  affects  the  scenic  quality  minimally. 


Altnougn  fairly  natural   the  area  is  common  and  is  visually  not  very  intprestino'. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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High 


Vegetotion 


Wa1er 


Color 


Influence 
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Subtotal 


=  Total 


/7\ 


A.   B,   or  L 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORfv^ 


District 


Mnnt.rnsp 


Date 


3/10/79 


Planning  Unit         Gunnison  Gorge/Escalante. 


Fvflluator(s)      PS.   MF 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   052-Gunnison  River  Valley  . — 

Film:     Roll   #  7  Frame  H    35,^ Time  of  Day ^^'^O-P-^- 


'W 


Landscape  Character: 


3,4 


Weather 


clear 


River  Valley 


General  Narrative-  Gunnison  River  Valley  is  a  broad  lowland  area  extending  west 
of  Delta,  Colora'dO  tor  about  five  miles  and  extending  east  on  the  other  side  of 


Delta  to  just  south  of  Orchard  City.  The  Gunnison  River  meanders  throiiah  the 


valley  toward  the  west. 


Most  of  the  valley  has  been  cultivated  or  turned  into  pastureland. Homes  and 

various  cormiercial  buildings  dot  the  landscape.  Bridges,  irrigation  canals^t_ 
roads  and  telephone  lines  occur  throughout  the  unit.  . 


Cottonwoods  and  willows  are  common  near  homp<;  nr  along  the  river  rniir'SP. 
Cattails  are  thick  in  low-lying  wet  areas.  Apart  from  thp^p   plant  rnrnmunitli 
and  occasional  patches  of  weeds  or  sagebrush  littlp  nf  the  valley  land  supports 
native  vegetation. . 


Grand  Mesa  and  its  foothills,  the  San  Juans  and  other  mountain  groups  encompa?? 
the  viewing  area  although  at  a  distance. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londfornn 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


High 


Medium 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explonotion 


1-flat 


3-cultivated 


4-Gunnison   Riyer 


3-seasonal 


1-distant 


Subtotal 


+ 


=  Totol 


J£_ 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18       •^ 

Class  C  11  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Ratin. 

052 B  __   ^ 

A,   B,   or  C  "    ' 


SCENiC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORIV^ 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit      Gunnison  Gorge/Escal ante, Cimarron 
Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     060-Uncompahgre  River 
Film:     Roll   #  2  Frame  #        21,   26 . 


8 


8,   9 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    3/10/79 


Fvaluator(s)   PS,  MF 


Time  of  Day   4:15  p.m. 


Weather 


clear 


River  Valley 


General  Narrative: 


This  end  of  the  Uncompahgre  River  Valley  differs  considerably 


from  that  described  for  unit  010.  Urbanization  is  ah-^^pnt  and  thp  arp;^  h?s  a 
more  agricultural  aspect.  Homesteads  and  isolated  cnnTn^»''~i^''  hnildinnq  Hn — 
occur  but  are  interspersed  with  open  pasture  and  havfields. 


"Natural  vegetative  cover  is  not  extensive  except  along  portions  of  the  river 
'where  cottonwoods  and  other  riparian  vegetation  is  prevalent.  Fields  and 


pastures  dominate  the  rest  of  the  vegetativp  rnmpnnent. 


The  Denver  &  Rio  Grande  Western  Railroad  and  State  Highway  50  hic;prt  the 


val ley. 


Distant  mountains,   mesas  and  hills  add  a  panO'^i^niif'  vipv^  hut  nnlv  mndpratplv 


enhance  the   visual   quality. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriale  Level) 


)     Landform 


Vegelation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


High 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


-3 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explonation 


0 


0 


0 


-k 


Ii^fl^i. 


3-riparian 


4-Uncompahqre  River 


2-riic;tant 

JL:£:..nmmnn 


1 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


JJL 


Scenlc  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 

19-33 

C\oss  B 

12-18 

Class  C 

1  I  or  Les 

so^u 

Fina    Ro' 

060 

B 

A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit     Cimarron/Esca1ante/Gunn1_son  Gorqg, 
Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  061-California  Mesa 
Filni:      Roll   I         2  Frame  #6.7,8,10,11,14 

— zrrzi 


7 


31,  32 


Landscape  Character; 


Date   1/15/79 


Fvaluator(s)          PG,   EB 

TimP  of   Day     10:15.  a.m. 

u^^fhpr    Overcast 

Plateau 

This  SQRU  is  characterized  by  a  flat  to  gently  rolling 


General  Narrative: 

mesa  which  is  bounded  to  the  southwest  bv  Cii^m^n  CrpeV  Mpsa  and  hy  the 


Uncompahgre  River  corridor.  High  Mesa,  and  the  Shavann  Vallev  tn  the  ea^t. 
To  the  north  and  west,  the  mesa  extends  into  the  Escalante  Planning  Unit. 


The  overall  character  of  this  landscape  is  dull,  it  is  very  rnmmon  within  

the  region.  The  land  is  smooth  and  largely  flat  and  though  som£_J;£)B.ographic — 

v^^r-i^^j-inn  pxists.  it  adds  little  to  the  unit's  scenic  oual  ity. _ .^ 


"Ihe  land  has  been  put  to  agricultural  use,  and  thus~it  is  characterized  by 
large,  open  expanses  or  pastureiana,  cropland,  and  several  orchards.  In 


unmanaqed  areas,  the  natural  vegetation  consists  of  willows  and  cottonwoods 


along  siiidll  dralnayeS,  and  rabbit  brush,  grasses  and  scattered  deciduous  trees 
ill  uLher  aieds: — The  composition  of  th6  vegetation  is  quite  diverse. 


The  area's  color  composition  is  rather  muted  though  autumn  colors  may  add  a 
bit  OT  variety.  Widely  sweeping  views  of  the  nearby  valleys,  mesas,  and 


mountains  lend  a  tee  ling  ot  openness  and  vastness  to  the  unit  and  add — 

appreciably  to  the  visual  character  or  the  unit.  _ 


The  agricultural  land  uses  have  modified  the  unit  r.nnsiderahly  but  nnt  in 
a  negative  fashion. " . ^ • 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegeiation 


High 


Water 


Color 


influence 


Scorcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


0 
1 


0 


-A 


Rationale  or 
Explonation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


1-extensivp  flat  mesa       Q\a^s  A 

3-diverse 

1-present  not  not  promin&l?^^ 
1-muted  Class  C 


19-33 


1 


SQRU 

061 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


XL 


A,   B,  or  t 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIEL 


NTORY  FORK 


District  Mnntrn'^P 


Planning  Unit   Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge/ Escal ante 
Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     062-East  Mesa 


Film:     Roll  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  #      22,24 


7,1Q,I1 


7 


Date 


1/15/79 


Evaluator(s)  FR.   PG 


Time  of  Day       1:00.  p.m. 


Wpather  overcast 

Mesa 


General   Narrative:  See  California  Mesa 


Bounded  on  east   hv  fnnthilU   and   nn  y/p-^J-   ^v  WnmmpphgrP — River   corridor. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


LZ 


Londform 


Vegelation 


High 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


-3 


0 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


-A    il 


Subtotal 


=  Totol 


11 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Closs  C  I  I  or  Le: 

SQRU  Final  Ro 

062      *  C 


/N 


TTSy  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORB 


GUNNISON  GORGE 


I  ,      Name  or   Type  of   Cullural   Modidcolion 


Transmission  Line  //6 


2.      Legal  Description  ond/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordindles. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Data: 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

2 

4 

h 

5 

5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0 

6    ■ 

M 

M 

L 

L     Dislric) 
2.     Planning  Unit 
3.''   Scenic  Quolity 
.     Rating  Unit 
kt     Type    . 
5.     Number 


FILM:    Roll   H 


6.  Feature  Contrast 

Score 

7.  Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potential   for 

Success 


Frame    S  29,30 


TJma   of   day.   4; 00,  p    Weather SlJnQ^.. 


Evaluator        f^F,    DS 


land  and/or  water 

2  -     vegetation 

3  -     structure 


Feature  Controst  Score 

TSTT     '     indicates  the  contrast  con  be  seen, 
but  does  not   attract  allenllon, 

M    -     The  conirast  begins  to.  domlnofe. 

H    -     Demand  attention,   will  not  bo  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 


E 


modification 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

{§)    R    '     Fairly  certain  contract  con  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  controst. 
M    -      Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chonces  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 
L    -     Probobllily  Is  low  thai  o  chonge  will  be 

mode,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  conirast. 


modification  enhances  or  delroct^ 


ihanccs  or  clelrocf^  irorn  scenic,  quqiii' 
This  steel   latice  transmission 


scenic,  quqilty 


'4.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quoiily  (Describe  how  cultural 

as  Is  rellecled  in  Its  roling  in  key  factor  chart  (lllustrat.lon^i).—l-fll^         ,       x    -x      i        ^  i       4-u 
Tine  lies  on  the  border  of  umt  24,  and  umt  23.     Throughout  its   length,   the 


""domiiiahce  varies  due  to  its  alignment,  the  more  dominant  views  are  wh(^n  ^^6"°!™" 
corridor  is  atop  a  major  ridge.  Though  it  does  not  greatly  dimini'sh'lhe  scemc"^ 
quality,   vegetation  planting  around   the  towers  would   help  reduce  the  doiinnance 

J  of  this    I ine,  "  .  ,  TI 

FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


• 


& 


GUNNISON  GORGE 
I,      Name  or   Type  of   Cullural   /i^odidcalion 


Substation   //8 


2.  Legal   Descrlplion  ond/or  U.    T.   M,   Coordinates. 

3.  Unit   Resource  Analysis   III  Data: 


I 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

4 

0 

h 

5 

5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0 

8    ■ 

L 

M 

H 

"(^)""l     -     land  and/or  water 

2  -     vegelallon 

3  -     siruclure 

Feature  Contrast  Score 


I. 

Dislrlcl 

6. 

Feature  Contrast 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.- 

Scenic  Quollty 

7. 

Potential   for 

.     Rating  Unit     . 

Rehabilitation 

ft. 

Type    . 

8. 

Potential   for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

(6)   L     ^^^^     Indicales  llic  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not   ottroct  otientlon. 
The  contrast   begins  to.  dominate. 


M 
H 


-     Demand  attention,   will  not  ba  overlooked. 


Rehabilitation  Potenfiol 


I7j" 


E    - 


modrricotion 
elimination 


FILM:    Roll   S 


Ftnme   9 


24 


Time  o£  day  12:30a.   weatl^er     ^unny 


Evaluntor       MP,    DS 


Potentlol  for  Success 

I§)    R    ^^     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M    -     DifdculMo  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
conlrost, 
L     -     Probability  is  low  Ihot  a  change  will  be 

mode,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  conlrost. 


^t.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quollty  (Describe  hov/  cullural  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quality 

OS  Is  reflected  In  Its  rating  in  key  factor  chart  (lliuslrallon  t\),.  ■ 

When  comj^ared  to  the  entire  rating  area,  this  substation  has  a  minor  impact 


upon  scenic  quality.  To  reduce  the  impact  would  require  small  vegetative 
plantings  around  the  border  of  the  substation.  This  would  greatly  reduce 
the  minor  impact  it  does  have  upon  the  rating  unit. 


■JA' 


'lELD  FORM  FOR  IVIODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


GUNNISON  GORGE 


I.      Name  or   Type  of   Cultural   It^odilicol  ion 


Pipeline  #7 


2.      Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M,   Coordinates. 


3,     Unit  Resource  Analysis   III  Datot 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 



0 

5 

1 

A       5 

5 

5       6 

7        8 

2 

0 

0 

7    •    L 

M 

H 

1. 

District 

6. 

Fealure  Contrast 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.- 

Scenic  Quoiity 

7. 

Potential   for 

.     Rating  Unit     . 

Rehabilitation 

k. 

Type    . 

8. 

Potential   for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

tT 


FILM:    Roll    f     6  Fi-ame   f_  23 

Time  of  day     3:30p      Wentlier        SUnn.y 


Evaluator      MF ,    DS 


land  ond/or  water 

2  "■     vegetation 

3  -     structure 


Feoture  Controst  Score 

(6)   L     -     Indicates  tiio  controsS  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not   attract  alleniion. 

M    -     The  controsi  begins  to.  dornlnote. 

H    -     Demand  attention,   will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehobllltotion  Potentiol 
17 j     M    -     modilicotion 
E    -     elimination 

Potential  for  Success 

I§)    R    '^     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  controst. 
M   -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
controst, 
L     -     Probability  Is  low  that  a  chonge  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  controst. 


A,      Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  culturol  modification  enhances  or  detrocis  from  scenic  quollty 

as  Is  reflected  in  Its  rating  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  'i)..~— — ■- — - — »» 

This  pipeline  which^is  located  in  the  upper  part  of  Current  Creek  is   buned. 


^7lTe~vTsuarmo"?T7-i cation   is  apparent  in  the  vegetative  cleanng"as  a  resuTT 
of'tlie  construction.     Overtime  vegetative  species  na  five' to  ■uWTT^TTfTTr' 
estabTiTh  themselves   reducing  to  visual    contrast  ot  cleared   vs„   natural 
landscape. 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


m 

n 
> 

r 
> 

ni 

"0 


/ 


'^  / 


ESCA[i\frrE  PUVJNKI6  UfJIT 


General  Setting 

The  Escalante  Planning  Unit  (PU)  makes  up  the  northwestern  corner  of  the 
Uncompahgre  Basin  Resource  Area.  Bordered  to  the  southeast  by  the  Cimarron 
Planning  Unit,  to  the  east  by  the  Gunnison  Gorge  Planning  Unit,  and  to  the 
north  by  the  Grans  Mesa  National  Forest,  the  Escalante  Planning  Unit  encompasses 
323,000  acres. 

This  unit,  like  the  other  two  adjacent  planning  units,  contains  a  variety  of 
landscape  types  including  ridges  and  narrow  valleys,  river  valleys,  badlands, 
mountains,  and  rolling  hills.  Similar  to  the  other  adjacent  planning  units, 
this  area  is  bisected  by  a  major  river  course,  the  Gunnison  River.  Flowing 
east  to  west,  the  Gunnison  River  is  an  interface  between  a  relatively  extensive 
homogeneous  landscape  to  the  south  and  more  diverse  interrelated  landscape  to 
the  north. 

South  of  the  Gunnison  River,  the  uniform  slopes  Log  Hill  Mesa  extend  into  this 
unit  from  the  Cimarron  Planning  Unit.  The  degree  of  slope  is  relatively 
constant  within  this  area.  The  primary  difference  between  this  northern 
area  from  that  in  the  Cimarron  Unit,  is  that  this  mesa,  landscape  has  been 
severely  eroded  and  disected  by  many  creeks.  The  result  is  a  series  of  mesas 
broken  by  many  parallel  deeply  incised  drainages.  These  drainages  in  the  form 
of  canyons  include  Escalante,  Little  Dominquez,  and  Roubideau  Creek.  These 
canyons  are  the  major  drainages  within  this  broken  mesa  landscape. 
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Rock  outcrops  and  bench-like  sidewalls  are  characteristic  of  these  canyons. 
Dropping  an  average  of  800  to  1000  feet  below  the  uniformly  sloping  ridges 
and  mesa  tops,  views  within  the  canyons  are  totally  contained.  Vegetation 
along  the  valley  floors  is  relatively  diverse  in  comparison  to  the  dominantly 
pinyon-juniper  sidewalls.  Prominent  ridges  and  mesas  between  these  major 
drainages  include  Sawmill,  Monitor  and  Winter  Mesas,  along  with  Sawbelly 
and  Camp  Ridges. 

As  noted  earlier  the  Gunnison  River  bisects  the  planning  unit  in  an  east-west 
orientation.  The  eastern  half  of  this  river  corridor  is  situated  within  a 
broad,  flat  valley  landscape  where  views  are  panoramic  in  all  directions. 
Grazing  and  agricultural  lands  are  situated  throughout  this  broad  valley. 

West  of  where  Roubideau  Creek  empties  into  the  Gunnison,  the  Gunnison  River 
has  cut  down  through  the  landscape  and  has  created  a  canyon  environment. 
Similar  to  Escalante  and  Dominquez  Creek  canyons  in  landscape  elements,  this 
canyon  differs  only  in  the  size  of  the  water  feature  and  in  the  width  of  the 
valley  floor.  Views  are  contained  within  the  area.  A  variety  of  rock  forma- 
tions and  colors  particularly  near  Dominquez  Rim  are  dominant  visual  features. 
Vegetation  is  diverse  along  the  valley  floor  and  contrasts  greatly  to  the 
isolated  pinyon  juniper  stands  along  the  canyon  sidewalls. 

North  of  the  Gunnison  River  the  landscape  consists  of  a  series  .of  inter- 
connected rolling  hills  and  badland  environments.  The  grassland  rolling  hills 
are  primarily  located  in  the  eastern  segment  of  the  planning  unit  north  of 
Route  50.  As  one  moves  east,  there  is  an  intermixing  of  rolling  hills  and 
the  Mancos  shale  badlands,  becoming  dominantly  badlands  west  of  Tongue  Creek. 
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North  of  these  two  character  types,  the  landscape  becomes  mountainous.  This 
area  along  the  northern  boundary  consists  of  the  southern  aspects  to  Grand 
Mesa.  Grand  Mesa  is  a  dominant  visual  feature  when  viewed  throughout  the 
Escalante  Planning  Unit,  As  one  gains  elevation  within  this  area,  the  vege- 
tative diversity  increases.  Extensive  solid  stands  of  evergreens  and  aspens 
dominate  the  side  slopes  to  the  mesa. 

California  and  East  Mesa  extend  into  this  unit  from  the  south,  and  similar 
to  other  segments  in  other  planning  units,  this  area  is  predominantly  agri- 
cultural and  grazing  lands.  The  agricultural  lands  with  Orchard  City  also 
extend  into  this  unit  along  the  eastern  boundary.  North  of  the  community  of 
Cedaredge  the  agricultural  lands  become  dominated  by  the  sideslope  character 
of  Grand  Mesa. 

Major  drainages  within  the  unit  consist  of  the  Gunnison  River  and  its  tri- 
butaries, the  Little  Dominquez,  Escalante,  Roubideau  and  Cottonwood  Creeks 
which  flow  north  from  the  mesa/canyon  landscape.  Tongue  Creek  conversely 
flows  south  from  Grand  Mesa  and  empties  into  the  Gunnison  west  of  Orchard 
City.  A  short  segment  of  the  Uncompahgre  River  flows  along  the  eastern 
boundary  before  joining  with  the  Gunnison  River  north  of  Delta.  Sweitzer 
Lake  Recreation  Area  is  the  last  remaining  dominant  water  feature  located 
three  miles  southeast  of  Delta. 

The  major  urban  center  within  the  area  is  Delta.  Cedaredge  and  a  small  segment 
of  Orchard  City  are  situated  along  the  eastern  boundary. 
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Route  50  traversing  east-west  is  the  primary  traveled  route  in  addition  to 
Route  65  which  branches  off  to  the  north  from  Route  50  east  of  the  unit.  It 
enters  the  planning  unit  four  miles  south  of  Cedaredge  and  continues  north 
to  the  Grand  Mesa  National  Forest. 
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TABLE  1 


SQRU  GENERAL  LANDSCAPE  TYPES  &  SUMMARY 
PLANNING  UNIT:  ESCALANTE  " 


GENERAL 

TYPE  KEY 

Mountains 

MT 

Rolling  Hills 

RH 

• 

Ridges  c 

md  Narrow  Valleys 

R&NV 

Broad  Valleys 

BV 

Canyons 

C 

River  Valley 

RV 

Parks 

P 

Basin 

B 

Mesas 

■  M 

Reservoirs 

R 

-■' 

Badlands 

B 

SQRU 

GENERAL  TYPE 

NO. 

NAME 

009 

Log  Hill  Mesa 

Mesa 

039 

Antelope  Hill 

Rolling  Hill 

040 

Orchard  City 

Broad  Valley 

• 

041 

North  Cedaridge 

Rolling  Hills 

042 

Grand  Mesa 

Mountains 

043 

Tongue  Creek 

Narrow  Valley 

044 

Brinestone  Corner 

Mountains 

045 

Gunnison  River 

i/a  1 1  ey 

River  Valley 

• 

045 

Beeloe  Creek/ Alkali  Creek 

Mountains 

047 

Doctors  Mesa 

Mesa 

048 

Harts  Basin  ■ 

Broad  Valley/Reservoir 

049 

Adobe  Buttes 

Badlands 

050 

Oak  Creek 

Narrow  Valley 

052 

Gunnison  River 

\/alley 

River  Valley 

• 

053 

West  Highway  50 

Broad  Valley 

054 

Beaver  Gulch 

Rolling  Hills 

055 

Gunnison  River 

Canyon 

Canyon/River  Valley 

056 

Escalante  Creek 

Canyon 

Canyon 

057 

Sawmill  Mesa 

Mesa/Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

058 

Cactus  Park 

Rolling  Hills 

• 

059 

Swietzer  Lake 

Reservoir 

060 

North  Uncompahg 

re  River 

River  Valley 

051 

California  Mesa 

Mesa/Basin 

052 

East  Mesa 

Mesa/Basin 

E-5 


TABLE   2 


DISTRICT:       MONTROSE 

RESOURCE  AREA:    UNCOMPAHGRE 

BASIN 

PLANNING  UNIT:    ESCALANTE 

SQRU 

RATING  CRITERIA 

TOTAL 

NO. 

NAME 

LF 

V 

W 

C 

AS 

S 

CM 

NO, 

"SQR 

009 

Log  Hill  Mesa 

2 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

2 

11 

C 

039 

Antelope  Hi  11 

2 

2 

0 

3 

2 

1 

1 

11 

C 

040 

Orchard  City 

1 

3 

3 

3 

2 

1 

-3 

10 

C 

041 

North  Cedaridge 

2 

3 

1 

3 

2 

1 

0 

12 

B 

042 

Grand  Mesa 

3 

3 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

14 

B 

043 

Tongue.  Creek 

2 

4 

3 

4 

1 

2 

2 

18 

B 

044 

Brinestone  Corner 

3 

3 

2 

3 

2 

1 

2 

16 

B 

045 

Gunnison  River  Va, 

1 

3 

4 

3 

1 

4 

0 

16 

B 

046 

Beebe  Gulch 

Alkali  Creek 

3 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

2 

13 

B 

047 

Doctor  Mesa 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

8 

C 

048 

Harts  Basin 

1 

2 

5 

3 

1 

1 

2 

16 

B 

049 

Adobe  Buttes 

3 

1 

0 

3 

1 

1 

2 

11 

C 

050 

Oak  Creek  Canyon 

2 

2 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

11 

C 

052 

Gunnison  River  Va. 

r 

3 

4 

3 

1 

3 

0 

16 

B 

053 

West  Hwy.  50 

1 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

1 

8 

C 

054 

Beaver  Gulch 

2 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

2 

10 

C 

055 

Gunnison  River  Ca. 

3 

4 

5 

4 

0 

5 

2 

23 

A 

056 

Escalante  Creek  Ca. 

3 

3 

3 

3 

0 

2 

2 

16 

B 

057 

Sawmill  Mesa 

2 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

2 

11 

C 

058 

Cactus  Park 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

10 

C 

059 

Sweitzer  Lake 

1 

3 

5 

4 

2 

4 

1 

20 

A 

060 

N.  Uncompahgre  R. 

1 

3 

4 

1 

2 

1 

1 

13 

B 

051 

California  Mesa 

1 

3 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

11 

C 

062 

East  Mesa 

1 

3 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

11 

C 

r-O 


AREAS  OF  CRITICAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONCERN 

One  rating  unit  within  the  Escalante  Planning  Unit,  055  Gunnison  River  Canyon, 
has  been  identified  as  a  potential  Area  of  Critical  Environmental  Concern  (ACEC) 
by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  it  represents  Class  A  scenery  and  has  received  a 
rating  of  5  in  regard  to  its  relative  scarcity  within  the  region. 

This  rating  unit  represents  an  area  of  extraordinary  scenic  quality  and  re- 
quires special  management  attention  to  insure  preservation  of  the  qualities 
which  make  it  exceptional. 

The  rating  criteria  for  this  unit  appears  below. 


SQRU  RATING  CRITERIA  TOTAL 

NOo NAf-IE LF   V   W   C   AS   S   CM    NO.    SQR 

055   Gunnison  River  Canyon   3454    05    2    23     A 


055   Gunnison  River  Canyon  -  This  section  of  the  Gunnison  River  has  carved 
through  the  landscape  creating  a  canyon  environment  containing  a 
diversity  of  landscape  elements.  Exposed  geologic  formations  through- 
out the  sidewalls  of  the  canyon,  in  addition  to  the  diverse  vegetative 
associations  along  the  river  corridor  combine  to  create  a  variety  of 
visual  experiences  as  one  moves  through  this  often  spectacular  canyon 
environment. 


E-7 


District 


Montrose 


Cimarron  /  Escalante 


Planning  Unit  

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit_i09-Lo£j|ill_Mesa 

Film:     Roll   #         1  Frame  #     28-30^_33^Ji 


Landscape  Character: 


1,  23 


Date 


1/15/79 


ruAlii;^tnr(s)  KVM,   MF ,    PS 


Time  of  Day__4l00_PJl^ 

Weather_^ver£^iL____ 
Mesa 


-1    X,         +,-.,^.     Inn  H-in   Mp-^a  is  a  vast  area  containing  a  uniform  5-6%  slope 

■.,..11   r.nv.ns.  creeks,  and  JnteFiiTttiKritfia!!;^ create  a  washbaiB^^roliifl3_eff££l- 
■-on  all   roads  passing  diagonally  to  this  pattern^    From  withilTthejiissa-the- 


?and     aperppea?       lo^^o     i^lfagjue^OH^ 


Inountains^re^an^^ 

scrub  oak  and  ponderosa  pinean^uMerg^^^^pecje^in^^  

4^..<:.v  nark.,   Heer  were  s uolIeOFiriT^rn^^^FlMIgll^^ 


-nt  tr-  -—  —  -^--"-'^  ^^  nlJHFvn^e-Frii?ed  for  grazing.  A  number^ 


Scattered  rancnes  occupy  the  mesa.~ 


This  is  a  natural  but  comm5H~i?ia;  somewhat  du_rLvTSually  except  for  adjacent 


scenery  of  the  San  Juan  Mountains. 


7\   large  steel    towered  transmission^TnFTIIIlO^Io^h  the  mesa  and  u£^i2d_lcro5S^ 
Sii^^inS^to  the  east  cuttJ^^gT^^^ctlE^Kl^^'^' ^  ^^^'^"  t^^JEJLI- 


The 
does  not  dominate. 


(3  elk  spotted  at  5:15  P.M.j 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


High 


Medium 


Low 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


-3 


Rationale  or 
Explonation 


2-slowly  rolling 
1-few  types 


0 


0   1-no  influence 
1 - 1 jttle  contrast 


0 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C 


or  Less 


.•^-panoramic 


1 


2 


SQBU 
009 


Finol  Rotir 


Jl 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


n 


/^ 


A,    B,   or  L 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORF/r 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit     Gunnison  Gorge  &  Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  039-Antelope  Hill 
Film:     Roll   f         6  Frame  #    4,11,12,14 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


3/9/79 


Evaluator(s)        PS,  MF 


Time  of  Day        1:0Q  P.M. 
Weather        sunny,  clear 
Hill 


■includes  Cedar  Mesa  Extension 


General    Narrative:      The  southern  extension  of  Cedar  Mesa   is  quite  similar  to 

Antelope  Hill.     Both  rise  about  400;   above  the  valley  which  contains  Orchard 

City.     These  hills  are  rounded  in  form  with  moderately  sloping  sides. Some 

areas  along  the  sideslopes  have  been  moderately  to  severely  eroded  where  weaker 
rock  has  given  way.     These  eroded  areas  support  little  if  any  vegetation. 


Sagebrush  grasses  and  minor  shrubs  covered  the  remaining  hillsides.     Cottonwoods 
and  extensive  orchards  are  present  atop  Antelope  Hill.     A  small    transmission 
line  corridor  runs  the    length  ot  Antelope  Hill    in  a  southward  direction.     A 
truit  stana  ana  nouses  are  present.  ~~~~ZII^ZZIIZZZZZ___II 


From  the  top  ot  the  unit  rolling  hills  can  be  seen  beyond  broad  valleys.    

Grand  Mesa  can  be  seen  to  the  west.     Aspen-covered  mountains  can  be  seen  in  pano- 
ramic view  on  all   other  sides.  ~~I^ 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

i 

2-rounded  hill 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3       , 

! 

2-trees  are  few 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

0-none 

k 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

3-orchards 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

2-Grand  Mesa,  Va 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

1-transmission   1 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 
I  1  or  Less 


_Q3 


Rating 


Subtotal 


Total 


11 


/^ 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit   Gunnison  Gorge  &  Escalante 
Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  040-Orchard  City 
Film:   Roll  #     ^     Frame  #  5,  15-20,24 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


March  9,  1979 


Evaluator(s)   OS,  MP 


Timp  of  Day        12:30  p.m. 

Wpather    clear 

Valley 

Orchard  City  is  an  incorporated  area  filling  the  lower  end 
of  a  broad  valley  bounded  on  the  south  by  the  Gunnison  River,  bv  Antelope  Hill 


General  Narrative: 


on  the  east  and  by  the  mesas  and  hills  on  the  west  which  form  an  intermediate 
zone  between  the  valley  and  Grand  Mesa. _ 


The  valley  has  been  totally  given  over  to  various  agricultural  practices  in- 
cluding pasture,  hayfields  and  orchards.  Homes  and  ranches  are  scattered 
throughout- the  valley.   Iwo  rural  communities  (Orchard  City  and  Cedaridge) 
have  small  business  districts  and  associated  residential" areas. 


Surface  Creek,  a  tributary  of  the  Gunnison  River  bissects  the  valley. — Cottonwood 


groves  line  the  main  course  of  the  creek.  Towards  the  north  the  valley  narrows 
and  native  scrub  oak  vegetation  replaces  cultivated  fields  and  pastures. 


Above  the  valley,  aspen-covered  slopes  can  be  seen  to  the  north.  Grand  Mesa 
looms  in  the  distance  to  the  west  above  lower  mesas  and  hills.^ 


Cultural  intrusions,  apart  from  the  developed  communities  consist  of  a  con-  — 
struction  company  gravel  pit,  several  trailer  parks,  a  power  company  substation 
and  transmission  lines  and  poles.   II~ZZZZIIZZZZ__— —I ■ ^ 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High 


Water 


"5" 


Color 


Inrluence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


1-valley       ^,        . 

; — r^ ^      Class  A 

3-cultive  &  some  natural 

3-Surface  Creek  ^'°^^  ^ 


19-33 
12-18 


3-orchards,   mtns,   treedass  C       i  i  or  Less 


Subtotal 


2-Grand  Mesa  SQf^U 

1-many  broad  valleys        xl/ 

-3-highly  developed Q40_ 

10 


F incj  Rotinq 
4^ 


=  Total 


/N 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORfvl*: 


District 


Montrose 


Date 


^/in/7Q 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  041-North  Cedaredge 
Film:  Roll  f     ^     Frame  #  8-10 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)    PS,  MF 


Time  of  Day   3:30p.m. 
Weather    sunny 


Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:   This  unit  slopes  up  in  a  uniform  fashion  from  the  Orchard 
City  valley.  Sloping  down  to  the  south,  there  are  no  significant  landform 

this  umt.  It  is  bounded  to  the  north  by  foothills  of  Grand  Mesa. 

Vegetation 


elements  in  this  unit.  It 

As  such,  tne  vegetation  ot  these  foothills  extends  into  this  unit. 

oT  scattered  pinyon-juniper  associations  with  scattered  to  isolated 

ine  remaining  vegetation  is  grassland  with  some 


consists 
communities 


of  oak  brush, 
orchards  common  to  tnis  area. 


Young  and  Kiser  Creeks  flow  south  out  of  the  unit  and  give  a  rolling  effect 
to  the  landscape  of  one  traverse  perpendicular  to  the  slope.     


Route  65  running  north-south  through  the  unit  (inp<^   little  tn  affprt  thp  srenir — ^ 

guality.  There  are  scattered  residences  thi-nnahont. Ihe.  rnmmiinity  nf  Cerlaredgpj'^  - 

located  at  the  southern  extreme,  and  does  affect  thp  naturalness  nf  thi';  arpasnnewhat. 


Views  are  extensive  to  Grand  Mesa  and  to  the  south  and  add  somewhat  tn  scenic 


quality.  In  general  the  area  is  largely  natural  but  relatively  uninterpsting. 


Score  (Circi 

e  Appropriate  L 

evel) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

i 

Landform 

5 

3 

i 

2 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

I 

3 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

1 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

3 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

? 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

! 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0        1  -4 

0 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C   11  or  Le. 


SQRU    Final  Raing 

_-i}4] 


\i/      '^- 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


12 


/N 


A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORIV. 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  042-Grand  Mesa 
Film:  Roll  #     6     Frame  #  6,  7,  16 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    3/9/79 


Evaluator(s)  MP,  OS 


Time  of  Day  12:00. noon 


Wpather   sunny  -  overcast 
Mountains 


General  Narrative:   These  upper  slopes  of  Grand  Mesa  are  sloping  to  the  southeast 
and  are  rolling  as  one  traverses  the  slopes.  These  slopes  are  all  fairly  uniform,. 
n'th  no  outstanding  peaks  or  landform  features.  AH  slopes  are  covered  with 


wi 


large  extensive  groves  of  aspen  intermixed  between  extensive  stands  of  scrub 
oak.  A  few  evergreens  are  clumped  together  in  isolated  groupings  scattered 
throughout  the  dominant  aspen  stands. . __ 


A  few  creeks  drain  the  area  and  are  not  dominant  elements.  Their  watershed 
drainages  are  dominant  and  result  in  a  visual  rolling  effect  mentioned  above. 


Views  are  Quite  extenc;ivp  t.n  the  south  and  thp  Orchf^rd  City  valley. 


Few  intrusions  if  anv  are  located  within  the  unit. — Colnr  would  he  spertflriilar 
with  yellow,  golds,  greens,  and  rusts,  hut  are  on a  seasonal  ^basis. — Ih£ 


textures  are  fine  and  are  a  nice  change  to  the  rough  Pinvon  nine  textures 
found  throughout  the  general  planning  unit. — . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  L 

eve!) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

I 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

3 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

i 

3 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

1 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

i 

3-seasonal 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

1-extensive  vie 

6 

Scarcity 

o 

2             1 

2 

1 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2 

Scenic  Quality 
Clossification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  M  or  Less 

SOpU  Fina!  Rating 

042        R  


Subtotal 


=  Total. 


14 


/?\ 


A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Date 


3/9/79 


Planning  Unit    Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit Q43-Tongue  Creek 
Film:  Roll  i  ^  Frame  #    25-29 


Landscape  Character; 


Evaluator(s)    PS,  MF 


Time  of  Day  5:00  p.m. 
Weather  clear 


Narrow  Valley 


General  Narrative:  Kiser  and  Sand  Creeks  join  with  Oak  Creek  to  form  Tongue  Creek 
in  a  wide,  flat  valley. — Uobe  hills  and  the  sides  lopes  or  small  mesas  form  the 


moderately  ^lupihg  walls  of  the  valley. 


Flat  and  well  supplied  with  water  the  valley  floor  has  been  cultivated  for  pro- 
duction ot  hay  and  pasturage.  Cottonwood  groves  and  willow  thickets  appear  at 
irregular  intervals  along  the  bottom  and  cluster  around  homesteads.  Patches  of 


The 


natural  vegetation  i^breasewood.  Kabbitbrush  and  Sage)  are  interspersed  between 
cultivated  areas.  Ihe  sidesiopes  or  mesas  to  the  east  are  covered  with  shrubs 
(primarily  sage)  and  grasses.  A  tew  jumpers  are  scattered  at  their  bases.  Tl 
dobe  hills  on  the  western  side  form  a  pleasing  contrast,  hpcausp  the  nrev  and  nnld 
soils  can  be  clearly  seen  through  the  sparse  cover  of  salt-tolerant.  Inw-growing 
plants.  This  wide  variety  of  vegetation  makes  the  area  interesting  and  provides 
color  and  texture  contrast. . 


Flowing  water  can  be  seen  periodically  throughout  the  length  of  the  unit.  No 
major  cultural  intrusions  are  apparent.  [ 


Grand  Mesa  can  be  seen  rising  to  the  west.  Aspen  covered  slopes  stretch  to  the 
north.  Broad  valleys  and  distant  hills  can  be  seen  at  the  mouth  of  the  valley. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


High 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


4-5  types 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

ClossA  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       1  I  or  Less 


-4 


l-partial1v  confined      SQRU        Fina 
2                                                    n]/  nJ 

"2~"  043 


Rating 


Subtotal 


Total 


18 


A.   B,   or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  044-Brimstone  Corner 
Film:  Roll  4  6      Frame  #   16 


Landscape  Character: 


Dau 


3/9/79 


Evaluator(s)    PS,  MF 


Time  of  Day   2:00  p.m. 
Weather   sunny 


Mountains 


General  Narrative: 


See  write-up  for  unit  046. 


Similar  to  046  except  that  the  mountains  are  more  evenly  rolling 

and  more  widely  spaced.  Change  in  altitude  across  the  unit  is  also 
greater  in  046  than  in  044. 


Scrub  oak  is  present  in  greater  abundance  at  lower  elevations. 


Score  (Circ!( 

5  Appropriate  L 

eve!) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

i 

3-independent   hi 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

-      3 

1 

3 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

Z 

Color 

5 

3 

! 

3-oaks,   seasonal 

5 

influence 

5 

3 

0 

7 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

i 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2 

Subtotal 


=  Total 


-1£- 


Scenic 

Quality 

Classi 

"ication 

Class  A 

19-33 

Class  B 

12-18 

Class  C 

1  I  or  Less 

SQRU 

Fina 

Rating 

y 

044 

R                  1 

/ 

^ 

A,    B, 

or  C 

^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FiELD  INVENTORY  FORIVl   *: 


District 


Montrose 


Datf 


3/10/79 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante 


Evaluator(s)        MF,DS 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  045-Gunnison  River  Valley 

Film:     Roll   #  7  Frame  #    25,26,27  Time  of  Day        12:30  p.m. 


Weather 


sunny 


Landscape  Character: 


River  Valley 


General   Narrative: 


Please  refer  to  Rating  Unit  052  for  a  description  of 


this  rating  unit. 


Score  (Circl 

s  Appropriate  L 

eve!) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

! 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

A 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2             0 

-4 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       M  or  Less 


SQRU 


Fina 


Rating 


Subtotal 


Total 


A,   B,   or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    046-Biebe  Gulch  & 

?rn<ali   Creek 
6 


Film:  Roll  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  #  35 


Date 


3/9/79 


Evaluator(s)   PS,  MP 


Time  of  Day   2:00. p.m. 

Weather  sunny 

Mountains        


v„. 


General  Narrative:   A  transition  zone  is  formed  by  the  mountains  uniting 
Grand  Mesa  with  the  flat  mesas  and  distinctly  dissected  hills  below.  From 


a  distance  the  unit  has  a  rumpled  appearance.  The  mountains  do  not  stand 
individually  but  instead  form  a  consistent  unit  of  slightly  unevenhills. 
Red  rock  outcrops  are  scattered  through  the  northern  end  of  the  unit. 


Vegetation  is  fairly  uniform  and  consists  of  pines  with  junipers  at  lower 
elevations.-  Vegetation  is  most  dense  along  drainage  ways  and  valleys. 


From  the  unit  the  view  would  be  limited  by  tree  growth. In  open  areas  the 

valleys  and  mesas  below  could  be  seen  as  well  as  distant  mountains  beyond 
the  valleys.  Grand  Mesa  above  would  be  harder  to  see. 


No  distinctive  features  natural  or  manmade  are  obvious  in  this  unit  although 
some  minor  unpayed  roads  are  present.  A  transmission  line  does  cross  the 


unit  at  the  tar  western  end  but  its  influence  Is  comparatively  minor. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  F' 


VI 


\   .  ..: 


District 


Montrose 


Date        3/9/79 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante 


Evaluator(5)  MP.  ^S 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     047-Doctor  Mesa ^ 

Film:     Roll   #  6  Frame  i     17,   34 Time  of  Dav         1:00  p. 


Weather     partly  cloudy 


Landscape  Character: 


Mesa 


General  Narrative:    Doctor  Mesa  is  flat  to  gently  sloping  landform  extending 


out  from  the  higher  mountains  and  Grand  Mesa  to  the  northwest. 


This  unit  consists  of  three  separate  areas,  all  of  which  are  similar  in  their 
landscape  and  visual  elements.  Bounded  on  three  sides  by  steep,  highly 


aisected,  eroded  materials  from  the  edges  of  this  mesa.  The  flat  top  is  a 
contrasting  landtorm  and  is  accentuated  by   tnese  sides  lopes. 


Vegetation  is  sparse  consisting  of  grasslands.  Few  trees  exist  atnp  these 
areas.'  An  isolated  pine  or  cottonwood  are  the  vegetative  species. 


A  few  minor  creeks  drain  this  landform  and  create  a  minor  rolling  appearance 
if  one  traverses  perpendicular  to  the  slope. 


Unimproved  dirt  roads  cross  the  unit  so  they  extend  from  the  valley  floor 
to  the  upper  slopes  and  Grand  Mesa. 


Though  no  intrusions  exist,  the  area  is  visually  not  interesting  tnough  it 
is  natural  in  appearance,  views  are  quite  extensive  and  add  to  the  scenic 
quality  of  the  unit,  especially  if  one  looks  after  the  flat  top  to  the  con- 
trasting eroded,  disected  slopes  bordering  the  unit.  
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


■Montrnse 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante/Gunnison   Gorge 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     048-Harts  Basin 
Film:     Roll   #  6  Frame  #    13,   14 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    3/9/79 


Evaluator(s)  MP,  OS 


Time  of  Day    3:00p.m. 
Weather sunn^ 


Broad  Valley 


General  Narrative:   This  valley  is  an  extension  of  Orchard  v^iipv  ^itnatpd 


to  the  west.  It  is  separated  somewhat  from  Orchard  Valley  by  a  linpar  ridoe 
pxt.ens-ion  ot  Cedar  Mesa  and  by  Antelope  Hill  (Unit  039).  Thisvalley  il. 


natural  and  has  not  been  disturbed,  and  consequently  is  what  Orchard  Valley 
could  have  been  like  it  it  had  not  been  so  disturbed  or  intruded  upon.  It 
1$  enclosed  on  three  sides  by  tne  ecges  or  mesas  and  Antelope  Hill. 


Vegetation  is  dominantly  grasslands,  though  some  agriculture  in  the  fonO-iiL 


orchards  does  occur. 


The  dominant  element  in  this  area  is  Fruit  Growers  Reservoir,  a  substantial 
body  of  water.  It  is  not  a  recreational  area  as  such,  and  is  probably  usEil 
as  the  name  implies. 


It  is  largely  natural  and  is  a  pleasant  contrast  to  the  Orchard  Valley  to  the 


west. 


See  Unit  (U4U)   tor  Turtner  narrative  on  adjacent  scenery. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Date    3/9/79 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit       049-Adobe  Buttes 


Film:     Roll  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)  MF,  OS 


6 

Frame  #18,19,36,37 

8 

1.2 

9 

34 

Time  of  Day           2:30  p.m. 

Weather       sunny 

Badlands 

General  Narrative:   The  Adobe  Buttes  area  consists  of  highly  eroded,  disected. 
unstratified  sedimentary  formations  that  are  the  sideslopes  of  mesas  extending 
from  the  upper  slopes  of  the  Grand  Mesa,  and  an  area  of  lesser  slopes  north  of 
Delta.    ~  ~~IZIIZI^ 


The  sideslopes  of  the  mesas  are  similar  in  every  respect  to  lesser  slopes  north 
of  Delta,  except  they  have  greater  relief  differences  to  their  base. 


This  unstratnied  formation  forms  a  multitude  of  ridges  and  very  narrow  valleys 
oriented  in  every   direction,  ~~~_~IZ^II^^^^Z^^^— 


Contrasts  in  hght  and  shadows  accentuate  the  diversity  and  random  pattern  of 
tms  area.    ' 


These  hills  have  a  variety  of  colors  ranging  from  reds  at  the  top  to  yellows, 


golds,  and  greys. 


Vegetaiton  generally  does  not  exist  on  any  ot  these  hills  probably  due  to  alkali 
concentrations  in  the  soils.  ~ 


Water  is  not  a  dominant  element  in  this  landscape.  Though  fairly  common,  this 

area  is  fairly  extensive.  Views  always  change  with  a  result  of  a  variety  of 

spatial  experiences  as  one  moves  through  this  landscape.  The  area  has  no 

intrusions  and  appears  natural . [ 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM-: 


District 


Montrose 


Date 


3/9/79 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  050-Oak  Creek 
Film:  Roll  #   6       Frame  #  20,30-33 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)   PS,  MF 


Time  of  Day   5:15.  p.m. 
Weather     clear 


Narrow  Valley 


General  Narrative:   Oak  Creek  Canyon  is  a  short  wide  valley  that  runs  in  a 

southeastern  direction  emptying  into  Tnnaiip  C.rppk   Canvnn. — Pnrtnr's  MesR  sinppc; 


into  the  valley  on  its  southern  periphery.  On  ^Tl  nthpr  widp-;  wpathpreri  Hnhp 
hills  of  crumbling  grey  and  gold  rock  border  the  vallev. 


Due  to  the  Alkaline  nature  of  the  dobe  hills  an^  J-he  1  panning  of  salts  into — 
the  valley  below,  vegetation  consists  primarily  of  salt-tolerant  spprjps  such, 
as  Greasewood  and  Softbush.  Annual  and  perennial  weed  5Peri?s  ar^  rnmmon. — 

Small  stands  ot  phragmites  occur  in  low  spots  where  water  is  less  alkaline. 

The  dobe  hills  are  nearly  devoid  of  vegetation.  Doctor's  Mesa  is  variably 

covered  with  sage  and  grass. 


Oak  Creek  Canyon  is  a  relatively  uninteresting  area  although  the  form  and 
soil  color  ot  the  dobe  hills  do  provide  contrast  and  an  unusual  source  of 
light  and  shadow  variation. 


Delta  County  landtill  is  .located  at  the  mouth  of  the  valley  and  affects  scenic 

ocation  and  treatment  it  does  not  have  a 


quality  somewhat, 
major  impact. 


But  due  to  Us 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR^^^ 
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District 


Montrose 


Date 


3/10/79 


Planning  Unit    Gunnison  Gorge/Escalante 


Evaluator(s)  PS,  MF 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  052-Gunnison  River  Valley 


Film:  Roll  # 


7 


Frame  #  35,  36 


Time  of  Day   12:30  p.m. 


3,4 


Weather 


clear 


Landscape  Character: 


River  Valley 


General  Narrative:  Gunnison  River  Valley  is  a  broad  lowland  area  extending  west 
of  Delta,  Colora'do  for  about  five  miles  ana  extending  east  on  the  other  side  of 


Delta  to  just  south  of  Orchard  City.  The  Gunnison  River  meanders  through  the 
valley  toward  the  west.  ^ 


Most  nf  the  valley  has  been  cultivated  or  turned  into  pastureland.  Homes  and 


various  commercial  buildings  dot  the  landscape.  Bridges,  irrigation  canals, 
roads  and  teiepnone  lines  occur  throughout  the  unit. 


Cottonwoods  and  willows  are  common  near  homes  or  along  the  river  rniirse. 

Cattails  are  thick  in  low-lying  wet  areas.  Apart  from  these  plant  rnmmiinitiRS 
and  occasional  patches  of  weeds  or  sagebrush  littlp  of  the  vallev  land  siinnnrts 
native  vegetation. ^ __^ — 


Grand  Mesa  and  Us  foothills,  the  San  Juans  and  other  mountain  groups  encompass 
the  viewing  area  although  at  a  distance. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Londform 

5 

3 

1 

1-flat 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

3-cultivated 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

4-Gunnison  River 

A 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

3-seasonal 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

1-distant 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

I 

4 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

0 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Subtotal 


Total 


IfL 


Closs  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 

19-33 
12-18 
I  1  or  Less 

SQRU 

\/    - 

052 

Fina    Rating- 

B 

^ 

A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit   Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  053-West  Hwy  50 
Film:  Roll  #    ^      Frame  #  ^-^'   15,  16 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    3/10/79 


Evaluator(s)   MF,  PS 


Time  of  Day   9:00. a.m. 

Weather su^^y 

Valley 


General  Narrative:   This  unit  is  an  upland  flat  landscape  bordered  hv  the 

Gunnison  _River  to  the  south  and  by  rolling  hills  to  the  north. The  area  is 


bunmson  Kiver  lu  ifie  buuLn  anu  uy    ruiiniM  niiia  m  l-mc:  nui  lh. ll"^  "'  "j^u — s-^- — 

gently  concaved  and  bounded  by  small  disected  hills  which  define  the  nnit  visually. 


Vegetation  consists  primarily  of  short  grasses  and  sage-^-  though  in  some  areas — _„ 
no  vegetation  exists  due  to  alkali  soils.  These  areas  are  small  and  insignificajiL 


A  tew  scattered  isolated  greasewood  and  juniper  dot  the  landscape  and  are  the 
only  otn&r  vegetative  species  in  this  landscape.  


Route  50  bisects  the  valley  floor  in  a  nnrthwp^t-c;niithP?ist  nripntation. — Que ..„..—" 

transmission  line  (H  Frame  with  wooden  poles)  crosses  the  area  as  well. — Baciusp. 

the  area  is  so  flat  and  views  are  extensive,  the  transmission  linp  is  nnticeable . 

for  a  considerable  distance.  Because  it  has  wooden  members  it  hlpnds  into  the —  ..„ 
landscape  and  does  not  affect  the  scenic  guality  greatly. 


Views  are  extensive  with  views  of  Grand  Mesa  to  the  north  and  a  series  of. 
ridges  and'vaileys  to  the  south,   ihese  add  to  the  scenic  quality  of  this 
natural,  yet  visually  uninteresting  area. 
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Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  054-Beaver  Gulch 
Film:     Roll   i  7  Frame  #  7-9 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    3/9/79 


Evaluator(s)  PS,  MP 


Time  of  Day   9:00. a.m. 
Weather     clear 


Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:    Bordered  by  Gunnison  River  gorge  on  one  side  and  the  foothills 

of  Grand  Mesa  on  the  opposite  side  this  broad  pypanse  nf  sliahtlv  rnllinn  land 

is  covered  with  a  mixture  of  sage  and  short-grass  prairie. — 


No  distinctive  topographic  fpaturps  ^r^  prpcpnt  in  thp  arpa  and  rnlnrs  rnnsi'^t 
of  green,  grey  and  brown. — — ^ 


Grand  Mesa  to  the  northeast  and  the  lower  mesas  bevond  Gunnison  Gnrgp  tn  the 


southwest  provide  some  interest  to  the  area. 


A  transmission  corridor  and  minor  dirt  roads  crisscross  the  area  but  do  not 


detract  trom  its  overall  visual  quality.  Highway  50  cuts  through  the  center 
ot  the  unit. 


^ery   similar  to  UbJ  only  more  rolling. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Montrose 


Date 


3/10/79^ 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante 


Evaluator(s)    MF.  OS 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   055-Gunnison  River  Canyon 
Film:  Roll  i  ^  Frame  #  10-14,  17,18 


27,  28,  29,  30 


Landscape  Character: 


Time  of  Day   10:00a.m. 

Weather   sunny 

Canyon/ River  Valley 


General  Narrative-  The  Gunnison  River  Canyon  is  oriented  in  a  northwest-southeast 
orientation  and  'is  located  In  thfe  nurthern  part  or  this  planning  unit,   ihe 


Gunnison  River  has  carved  this  canyon  which  averages  800'  in  depth. — Thg  side- 

walls  have  moderate  slopes  to  near  vertical  slopes.  In  sections  these  slopes  are 

stair-like  with  many  gently  sloping  benches  between  severe  droos.  Primarily, 

these  walls  have  massive  rock  outcrops  with  varying  geologic  origins. Some. 


outcrops  are  angular  rough  textured,  while  others  are  smooth  and  sandstone  in 
makeup.  ^    '  ~~~~IIZIZ-ZI^Z.-- 


The  valley  floor  varies  in  width  throughout  this  canvon.  and  as  a  result  the_ 
river  is  meandering  in  some  sections,  while  fairly  linear  in  others. 


Vegetation  is  sparse  on  the  sideslopes  and  consists  of  pinyon  .juniper  associations, 
The  valley  floor  contains  willows,  cottonwoods  and  other  aquatic  oriented  species. 
Grazing  lands  as  well  as  orchards  located  in  the  valley  bottom  are  not  too  common 


but  do  exist. 


Colors  range  from  greens  and  browns  with  the  vegetation  to  reds,  greys,  golds 
of  the  rock  outcrops. 


Ihe  Denver  Rio  Grande  railroad  parallels  the  curvilinear  river  and  is  not  a  major 
intrusion  and  does  not  affect  the  rugged  natural  appearance  ot  this  canyon.  Views 


are  totally  enclosed  within  this  canyon.   Ihe  Uunnison  River,  the  largest  river 
in  this  planning  unit  is  a  dominant  element  and  adds  greatly  to  the  scenic  quality^ 
A  bald  eagle  was  sited  within  the  unit,  looking  over  the  interesting  landscape. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM.: 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit 


Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  056-Escalante  C.  Canyon 

Film:  Roll  #     ^     Frame  i  19-22 

9  31-33 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


3/10/79 


Evaluator(s)     PS,  MP 


Time  of  Day         l^-OO  a.m. 

Weather        sunny' 

Canyons ___^_ 


General  Narrative:    Three  narrow  canyons  .join  the  Gunnison  River  Canvnn  along — 
its  southwestern  edge.  These  canyons  are  800-1000'  deep  with  relatively  steeP 
walls.  Blocky  rock  outcrops  form  ledges  along  the  canyon  walls.  Tn  some  areas 
large  boulders  have  tumbled  down  the  slopes.         


Plant  cover  along  the  canyon  walls  is  sparse  and  consists  of  scattered  clumps 
or  grass.  Along  the  valley  bottom  vegetative  growth  is  lush,  composed  of 


wi  1  lows, -cottonwoods,  and  tall  grasses,  such  as  phragmtes.  In  some  of  the  wider 
bottomland  areas  the  soil  has  been  cu'ltivatea  Tor  production  ot  hay.  Cattle 


graze  in  small  pastures  and  along  one  portion  of  the  river  bottom  a  small 
orchard  has  been  established.  . . — 


The  creeks  are  perennial  but  are  not  a  dominant  visual  element.  Red  rock 
walls,  lush  green  bottomland  and  seasonal  changes  in  leaf  color  provide 
pleasing  color  composition. 


Apart  from  homesteads  and  out-buildinas.  no  cultural  intnisinns  are  appr^rpnt. 
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5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

O-rnnfinpH 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

2 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-h 

? 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C   i  I  or  Less 


SQRU    Final  Rating 
056 


1.^ 


Subtotal 


+ 


Totol 


16 


A,  B,  or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM^ 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit    Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  057-Sawmi1l  Mesa 
Film:  Roll  #     ^      Frame  #  23,  24,  28 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    3/10/79 


Fvaluator(s)  MF,  PS 


Time  of  Day  3:00  P.m. 
Weather   sunny 


Mesas/Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 


General  Narrative:  Sawmill  Mesa  is  a  vast  area  of  uniform  sIopp  npnerallv  with 


a  SW-NE  orientation.  This  unit  is  much  like  .SQRll  009  in  that  ^  ^Prip^   nf 


intermittent  streams  and  year  round  flowing  streams  create  a  rnllinQ  pffprt  as 
one  traverses  perpendicular  to  the  slope.  The  main  difference  is  that  these — 
streams  have  cut  deeper  into  the  landscape.  These  drainages  are  linear  and.. 


parallel  to  one  anothero  Between  these  drainages  are  a  vast  numher  of  smrill 


mesas. 


Vegetation  atop  these  mesas  is  predominantly  pinynn  iuniper.  SQm£_jnesa-±aos„ 

have  been  chained  to  remove~the  dense  stands  for  grazing  purposes. — Some- 

minor  ponderosa  pine  and  scrub  oak  communities  are  the  remaining  vegetative.. 


species. 


Views  are  generally  enclosed  when  witmn  the  stands  but  are  panoramic  on  the 


The  area  has  no  major  modifications  other  than  the  cleared  slnpps  which  will 
add  vegetative  and  visual  diversity  to  this  common,  relatively  i|niptprp';tinq 


landscape. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegetation 


High 


Medium 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Low 


0 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Exolanation 


2 -uniform 


1-little  diversity 


1 


-^ 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


11 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-13      • 

Class  C  11  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  RatL^ 

057 C .^^ 

A.   B,   or  C  '    ■ 


SCENiC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit       Escalante 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    059-Sw1etzer  Lake 
Film:     Roll   #  ^ Frame  #     33.   34 


Landscape  Character: 


Date        3/10/79 


Evaluator(5)_Jl^iJl 


Time  of  Day  12:00. noon 
Wp;^ther_  sunny 
Reservoir 


General  Narrative:  Swietzer  Lake  State  Recreation  Area  is  situateri  1-1/2  miles 
southeast  of  Delta.  It  is  a  well  developed  area  ronsistino  nf  pirnir  areas. — 
boat  ramps,  camping  areas  and  small  buildings  for  services. 


The  land!=;  adjacent  to  the  reservoir  are  flat  and  ?trp   pxtensinns  nf  Fast 


Mesa  to  the  south.  It  is  bounded  on  the  north  sid^  hv  minnr   hill^  whirh  dpfprminp 
the  visual  boundary,  but  on  all  other  sides  views  are  extensive  and  panoramic. 


Vegetation  consists  of  planted  species  of  various  sorts  in  and  around  the 
main  area.  ^ — 


It  appears  the  area  gets  substantial  use  by  the  number  of  facilities  and 


structures.  These  structures  are  painted  unnatural  colors  which  account  for 
the  lower  rating  on- cultural  modifications. 


The  area  is.  real ly  not  spectacular  by  any  means.  The  rating  is  an  indication 
of  the  water  and  scarcity.  These  types  of  areas  are  not  found  in  the  dlanning 
unit  and  thus  receives  a  higher  scarcity  ranking  than  would  normally  be  found 


in  other  regions. 


Ihe  area  has  been  developed  and  should  receive  protection  from  intrusions  due 
to  the  amount  or  use  In  the  hot  summer  months.  


Score  (Circle  Appropriale  Level) 


Londform 


Vegetation 


Woter 


Color 


Influence 


High 


Medium 


Scarcity 


Cuiturai  Modification 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explonotion 


3-variety  -  limited 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Closs  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       M  or  Les; 


0 


0 


4_Hpvplnppd 


1-structures 


SQRU        Final  Rot- 

059 A . 


Subtotal 


_=  Total. 


21 


A,   B,  or  L 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORU 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit      Gunnison  Gorge/Escal ante, Cimarron 
Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     060-Uncompahgre  River_ 

Film:     Roll   #  2 Frame  ^        21.  26 

8  8^9 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    3/10/79 


Fvaluator(s)   PS,  MP 


Time  of  Day__ii2i^i£lj 
Weather     ^^^^"^ 
River  Valley . 


1  »,    +•  «.  This  end  of  the  Uncompahgre  River  Valley  differs  considerably 
General  Narrative: ^ 

from  that  described  for  unit  010.   Urbanization  is  absent  and  the  are?  h^s  a 

more  agricultural  aspect.  Homesteads  and  isolated  mmmerrial  huildinns  Hn 

occur  but  are  interspersed  with  open  pasture  and  havfields. _ 


Natural  vegetative  cover  is  not  extensive  except  along  portions  of  the  river 


where  cottonwoods  and  other  riparian  vegetation  is  prevalent.  Fields  and 


pastures  dominate  the  rest  of  the  vegetative  rnmpnnent. 


"The  Denver  &  RTo~Grande  Western  Railroad  and  State  Highway  50  bisect  tb£L 
va  i  ley.        ~]~~Z~~IIZZZIIZ__— ^ - ^ 


Distant  mountains,  mesas  and  hills  add  a  oanoramir  view  hut  only  mndprately 
enhance  the  visual  quality. 


Score  {Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium  1  Low 


! 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explonotion 


1-flat 


3-riparian 


0 


0 


-n 


4-Uncompahqre   River 


•distant 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A      19-33 
Class  B       12-18    ^ 
Class  C       !  1  or  Les; 

Rati 


_1-rnmmnn 


1 


SQRU 

060 


Fina 

B 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


J3_ 


/N 


"AT^,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Montrose 


Planning  Unit     Cimarron/Escalante/Gunnison  Gorge 
Scenic   Quality  Rating   Unit  061-California  Mesa 
Film:      Roll   #         2  Frame  #6,7,8,10.11.14 


•li,  IT 


7 


31,  32 


Landscape  Character: 


Date   1/15/79 


Fvaluator(s)    PG,  EB 


Time  of  Day  10:15a.m. 
Wp;^ther  Overcast 
Plateau 


General  Narrative:    This  SQRU  is  characterized  by  a  flat  to  gently  rolling 


mesa  which  is  bounded  to  the  southwest  hv  TiKhmRn  frppk  Mpsa  anri  hy  thp 
Uncompahgre  River  corridor.  High  Mesa,  and  the  Shavano  Valley  tn  thp  PFist. 
To  the  north  and  west,  the  mesa  extends  into  the  Escalante  Planning  (Init. 


The  overall  character  of  this  landscape  is  dull,  it  is  verv  common  within 


the  region.  The  land  is  smooth  and  largely  flat  and  though  some  topographic 
variatinFi  exists,  it  adds  little  to  the  unit's  scenic  guality. — 


Ihe  land  has  been  put  to  agricultural  use,  and  thus  it  is  characterized  by 
largp.  open  expanses  or  pastureiana,  cropland,  and  several  orchards. In 

■^      . _. , i, r  _  I — ■  -.J-- — rrr — .  .  ■  t  i  _,  .„  TTT^  „^-n 


uniTianaged  areas,  the  natural  vegetation  consists  ot  willows  and  cottonwoods 


along  small  dramages,  and  rabbit  brusn.  grasses  and  scattered  deciduous  trees_ 
ill  uLliei  dtbdb; — The  composition  of  the  vegetation  is  quite  diverse. 


Ihe  area's  color  composition  is  rather  muted  though  autumn  colors  may  add  a 

bit  ot  variety.  Widely  sweeping  views  ot  the  nearby  valleys,  mesas,  and 

mountains  lend  a'teeli-ng  ot  openness  and  vastness  to  the  unit  and  add  

appreciably  to  the  visual  character  ot  the  unit.  „ 


The  agricultural  land  uses  have  modified  the  unit  considprahlv  hut  not  in 
a  negative  fashion. :^ 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


1     Londform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Medium 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


-3 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explonotion 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


1-extensive  flat  mesa      class  A      19-33 


0 


0 


-4 


3-diverse 

1-present  not  not  prcminW?^^  ^      — ~- — ■ 

Class  C       I  1  or  Less 


1-muted 


1 


SQRU 

061 


Final  Rati-t 


^. 


Subtotal 


=  Iota! 


TTB,   or  C 


/7n 

I 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Mnntrn<;p 


Planning  Unit   Cimarron/Gunnison  Gorge/Esca1 ante 

Scenic   Quality   Rating   Unit    062-East  Mesa 

Film:      Roll   #  2  Frame  #     22,24 


8 


Landscape  Character; 


^..1001. 


Date 


1/15/79 


Fvaluator(s)  FR.    PG 


Time  of  Day       1:00.  p.m. 
Up;^ther_         overcast 
Mesa 


General   Narrative: 


See  California  Mesa 


Bounded  op  p^st  hv  fnnthills  ^pH  nn  wpst   hy  llnrnmnF^hnrp — River  corridor.- 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegetation 


High 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


& 


Medium 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Cultural  Modification 


0 


-!i 


1. 


Subtotal 


=  Totol 


11 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


e 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 

19-33 
12-18     ^ 
!  !  or  Less 

SQRU 

062 

Fine    Rati 

r 

/,\ 

"ATB.  or  C 


./—^  /~^.,  f~ 


NIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


« 


ESCALANTE 


I.     Name  or  Type  ol  Cullural  Modificaiion  Sanitary  Landfill    #9 


2.      Legal  Description  ond/or  U.    T.   M.   Coordindles. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  111  Daloi 


'   1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

■ 

0 

5 

0 

k' 

5 

5 

5 

(, 

7 

8 

1 

0 

0 

9  • 

M 

M 

H 

1.  Dislrlcl 

2.  Planning  Unit 
3.'-  Scenic  Quollly 

,     Rating  Unit 
'<!     Type    , 
5.     Number 


6.  Feature  Contrast 

Score 

7.  Potential    for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potential    for 

Success 


FILM!    Roll    B  6        Frnme  'S    31 


Time  of  dny    5:15    p     Weatlier    SUnny 


Evfllufltor         MF.    nS 


W 


land  and/or  wafer 

2  -     vegetation 

3  -     structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score 

xrrr~. 


Indicates   the  contrast   con  be  seen, 
but  does  not   attract  attention. 
M    -     The  controst  begins  lo.  doj-nlnote, 
H    -     Demond  attention,   will  not  bo  overlooked. 


Rehabliltation  Potentiol 

17/ 


E 


modificotion 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

I§)    H    -     Fairly  certain  controct  can  be  satls- 

foctorlly  reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M   -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaiuote  success, 
but  chonces  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast, 
L     -     Proboblilly  Is  low  thai  a  chonge  will  be 

tnode,  or  success  would  be  limited  lo  meet 
low  controst. 


'u     Eff 


cct  on  Scenic  Ouolity  (Describe  how  cullurol  modification  enhanqcs  or  delrpcJs  from. scenic  quolity 
s  reflected  in  Its  roting  In  key  foctof  chart  (llluslratlon  'i). — This   landfill    is   situateJ  at 


OS  IS  rcilecico  in  .--.-,..    -,   ,   -   _- . 

the  mouth  of  the  OAIC  Creek  drainage. 


Iluslri 
It  i 


s  somewhat  dominant  due  to  its  size 


"and  due  to  the  arrangement  of  junk  in  the  form  of  car  bodies,  wasners,  euCo  wnicn 
lie  below  a  ridge  which  is  a  back  drop  to'the  landfill  SUfe  ii;^ai'l'.  Tg-yijULll/y — 
screening  to  reduce  to  focal  views  of  the  site,  as  well  as  some  minor  cleanup 


WQi)1cj  reduce  the  impact  somewhat.  I^ianting  should  be  done  in  pliases  and  picicea' 
in  areas  prior  to  the  advancement  of  the  landfill  site. 

FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


■LI  L 


ESCALAMTE 


1.      Name   or   Type  of   Cultural   Modiflcolion 


Transmission  Line   //lO 


2.      Legal  Descrlplion  ond/or  U.    T.   M.   Coordinates. 


3t     Unit  Resource  Analysis   111  Data; 


'  1 1  >  ' 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

5 

3 

h 

5 

„ 

5 

5 

(, 

7 

B 

3 

0 

1 

0  ■ 

M 

M 

L 

1.  Dislrlcl 

2.  Planning  Unit 
3,'-  Scenic  Quolity 

.     Rating  Unit  .. 
k*     Type    . 
5.     Number 


6,  Feature  Contrast 

Score 

7,  Potential   for 

Rehobilltotion 

8,  Potential   for 

Success 


FILM!    Roli    S      7  Frame    t     2 


Time  of   clay   9:00   a      Weather  .SUnny. 


Evflluator      '^'^,   DS 


r 


lend  and/or  water 

2  -     Vegetation 

3  -     structure 


Feature  Controst  Score 


(6)   L     -     Indicates  llic  controst   con  be  seen, 
but  does  not   ottract  otiention, 
M    -     The  contrast   begins  to.  domlnote. 
H    -     Demond  ottenlion,   will  not  be  overlooked. 

ReliobliltaHon  Potentioi 
I7J     W~^     modllicotion 
E    -     elimination 

Potentioi  for  Success 

I§)    H    -     Fairly  certoln  conlracS  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  controst. 
M   -     Difficult  to  occurolely  evoiuole  success, 
but  cliances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast, 
L     -     Probability  Is  low  \ha\  a  ciionge  will  be 

mode,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  controst. 


k.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cuilurol  tnodiflcation  enhances  or  delrocts  frorp  ^ceplc  quallly 

as  Is  reflected  In  lis  roting  in  key  factor  chart  (llluslration  'i) Ii]lS..WQQCi£IL.Pnl  l=i      H      TrtJJH^..^^ 

,  transmission  line  crosses  through  unit  053  and  is  somewhat  of  a  dominant 


ismi __  _  . 

fe^tur.e dM?  to  the  surrounding  flat,  grass  and  sageland.  Little 


can  be  done 


to  reduce  the  impact  because  of  tlie  difficulties  associated  with  vegetative 

"planting  required.  Small  pinyon/juniper  associations  would  be  the  desired" 

vegetative  tvpr"to  pl"ant  around  the  poles  themselves..... but. WQ.uld....s.eeni„o_y.t. ot. 


(OVER) 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  iNVENTORY 
•      AND  FEATURE  C'ONTRy? ST  SCORE     r 
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